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PATRON and RECTOR 


O F 


S ANDREVs, &c. 


pected, that if This Affair ſnould 
become Matter of Controverſy in 
Print, the Rector of St. Andrew's 
ſhould have begun it, in Defence 
both of the Patron, and of Him- 
ſelf; becauſe Their Rights, as it was generally ſup- 
_ were openly invaded. I ſay, if it ſhould 
me Matter of ſuch Controverſy ; Becauſe I ſee 

no Neceſſity there was for it: Lawyers will argue, 
and Judges determine, as They think proper, 
whatever We write, or whether we write, or no : 
Or if our Pamphlets are to be look'd upon as 
| B Inſtructions 


T might reaſonably have been ex- 
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Inſtructions to our Council, as well as Appeals to 
the World ; I am willing to let This take its Fate 
under both Denominations. However it be; 
Thoſe on the other fide being Gentlemen of 2 
vivacious enterprizing Genius, are reſolved to be 
in all reſpe&s the Atrackers, and force their Ad- 
verſaries to act upon the Defenſive. Indeed, if 
you will believe Them, They are upon the De- 
fenſive ; of which due Notice ſhall be taken in its 
proper Place. At pzeſent, I ogly obſerve} that they 


pretend to vindicat themſelyes, from _ Calummies, 


and Aſperfions : What Thoſe are, I know ner; un- 


leſs They mean /e general Opinion of the Wirld: | 


Sober Perſons of all Parties and Characters, who 
are Members of our Church, almoſt univerſally 


concurring (as far as I can perceive) ip Admira- | 


tion and Abhorrence of Their Proceedings. And 


I appeal to the Conſciences of 'Theſe Men Them- | 
ſelves, whether they do not believe This to be | 
true; and do not find it fo by their, own Experi- 
ence. That their Proceedings are, as to the pre- 


ſent State of Things, f in a manner new, They 
themſelves acknowledge. However, if they mult 


needs be the Aggreſſors in Writing, as well as in 
Acting ; one wonld have thought they might have } 
at leaſt contented themſelves with plain Fact, and 


Law, and not have been ſo very liberal of Perſo- 


nal Reflections upon the Rector of St. Andrew's; 
who (as meſt Men imagined), had been already | 


injured by them, and yet made no Complaints to 


the  Publick. But the Truth is, their Deſign } 
in ſending abroad their Pamphlet, ſeems not | 
ſo much to convince, as to ſwagger and me- 


nace: If We conteſt the Point, we are prejudged | 
to be ff intruders and Madmen, They could not, 
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[oueſs, be fo weak as to think This Performance 


of Theirs would ſignify much in the Diſpute ; but 


datter'd themſelves that Others would be ſo weak 
as by It to be frighted from diſputing at all. If 
ſo; They will find themſelves miſtaken : The In- 
truſion (as they call it) will certainly be made; 
And whether Thoſe whom, upon 'That Suppoſition, 
They have already determined' to be Intruders, 
and Madmen, be really ſuch, muſt be ſubmitted 
to proper Judges, 3 | | 

The Writer (or Writers, for, being uncertain, 
] ſhall ſometimes ſpeak in the Singular, and ſome- 
times in the Plural) of the Caſe I am conſidering, 
begins with ſtating the Matter of Fact. To which 
Account, before I come to examine it, I beg leave to 
make the following Additions; with ſhort Re- 
marks upon ſome of them. 


On Thurſday, May 4. 1721. it was pray'd in the 
Houſe of Lords, © That Leave might be given to 
bring in a Bill to impower the Biſhop to Licenſe, 
Cc. So it is worded, as it ſtands in the Journal 
of the Houſe. It ſeems then it was ſuppoſed that 
He wanted ſuch a Power as is now contended for : 
That it was not given him, We all know. The 
Uſe to be made of "This Obſervation, will ap- 
pear in the Sequel. | 

This Petition was referred to a Committee, 
which fate four ſeveral times. A Right Reve- 
rend Prelate (as it appears upon the Minutes) 
acquainted their Lordſhips, that He knew not 
x the Contents of the Petition, and only conſented 
d the Building in reſpett of Himſelf ; and was of 

Opinion the Petitioners ſhould not have gone 
l about it, till the Cenſent of all Perſons concerned 
„ had been obtained, and refuſed to grant a Licenſe 
do a Preacher, :/ That was done, A noble Duke 

| B 2 . ſaid, 
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* ſaid, the Petitioners never apply'd to him till 
* about a Fortnight ago ; that he ſent them 
* Word they ſhould ſoon have an Anſwer ; but 
* he heard no more of it, till the Petition was 
ce brought into the Houſe. [Excellent Behaviour 
to ſo great a Man!] © And if Granting the Peti- 
tion would prove prejudicial to Him as Patron 
* of the Rectory of St. Andrew's; He deſired no 
* farther Proceedings on it might be had. Dr. 
* Sacheverell expreſſed the Senſe he had of the 
** Neceſſity there was in That Part of the Town 
** of a Place for the Publick Worſhip of God; 
** which he ſhould be glad to encourage, as much 

as poſſible, without prejudicing his own Right 
of Nominating @c. [Yet how have Theſe Un- 
dertakers blacken'd him, in their printed Paper 
deliver'd to the Lords, and in This their Pamphlet, 
as having no Regard to the Good of Souls, and 
being againſt This Deſign in general! ] “ The 
© Sollicitor for the Petitioners ſaid, he had look d 
into the Opinion of Counſel mention'd in Their 
"* Propoſal; and admitted They might have de- 
* pended on it too much.” This paſſed at the Firſt 
Sitting. At the Second, and Third, Nothing ma- 
terial was done. At the Fourth, and Laſt, The 
** Sollicitor for the Petitioners acquainted the 
Committee that a Scheme, and Propoſal had 
been prepared and laid before the Patron. His 
Grace, being preſent, declared that it was not 
Wat all Satisfactory ; and therefore deſired the 
Petition might be diſmiſſed. Pr. Sacheverell 
thereupon ſaid he had peruſed a printed Paper, 
8 Eaciuled, The Scheme for building a Chapel, &c. 
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« deliver d to the Lords; and read to the 
« Committee a Paper drawn up, in the nature of 
« 4 Repreſentation Oc.” To inſert That at 
Length will ſupply the Defe& of This Narrative 
in other Parts. What the Dr. ſaid was in Theſe 


Words. 


My Lords, 

* I crave Leave to ſpeak a few Words in De- 
* fence of Myſelf, and my Cauſe. 

«* 1 was extremely ſurprized yeſterday, coming 
* before Your Lordſhips, to find a Printed Paper 
* deliver'd about in Your Lordſhips Houſe, very 
* highly and injuriouſly reflecting upon my Con- 
duct and Reputation, to derive an Odium up- 
* on Me in My Pariſh ; at a time when I thought, 
* by Your Lordſhips kind Directions, the Matter 
in diſpute between Theſe Gentlemen and My- 
* ſelf, ſhould have been amicably compoſed. But 
* Theſe unjuſt Reflections upon my Character 
being wholly foreign to the Purpoſe, I ſnall 
* not trouble Your Lordſhips with any Anſwer to 
Them, but only beg Leave to remind Your 
" Lordſhips, that in This Printed Paper is again 
* miſrepreſented a Matter of Fact, which My 
Lord Biſhop of Landon thought fit to ſet right 
in a Former Committee. What I have there- 
fore drawn up in Reply to the Other Paper, 
© which I intended to have read to Your Lord- 
” ſhips yeſterday, I intreat by the favour of Your 
' Lordſhips Patience, I may Now be permitted 


to lay before Jou; humbly ſubmitting it to Your 


© Lordſhips Judgments. 


1 


» 


Meaning the Encouragement His Lordſhip was ſaid to haye 


den to the Builders, 


My 
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My Lords, 

* I conceiv'd it to have been Your Lordſips 
© Intention, that Propoſals ſhould have been deli- 
* ver d-by the Petitioners to His Grace the Duke 
* of Myntagu, the Lord Biſhop of London, and 
* Myſelf ; and ſo much Time to have been allow'd 
** Them by Your Lordſhips, that the Matter might 
* be Accommodated among Ourſelves. * But 1 
heard nothing from Them till Saturday Morning 
* laſt; when a Paper directed to no Perſon, 
and ſubſcribed by no Name, was left at my 
* Houſe with one of my Servants. - And I preſume 
the ſame has been left with My Lord Duke, and 
MyLord Biſhop: Had That Paper been in the Na- 
ture of Propoſals, Offer d and Directed to Me, 
(as I imagin'd according to Your Lordſhips Di- 
s rections it ſhonld have' been; ) I ſhould hare 
given an explicit Anſwer to Thoſe Gentlemen; 
* with which I am now forc'd' to trouble Your 
* Lordſhips. + 

*© 'They begin with Praying, That the Proprietors, 
as They are Styl'd, may have the Preſent Nomi- 
nation of the Morning and Afternoon Preachers. 
* Which is a Right belonging to the Rector of the 
*© Pariſh; upon which His Grace the Duke of 
*© Montagu, as well as Myſelf, has already de: 
* clar'd He will Inſiſt. But unleſs” This be yielded 
them, They ſay, it is Impoſſible for them to raiſe 
* Money, either to reimburſe ThemſeFves the Money al- 
* ready expended, or to finiſh the intended Chapel, 
© which muſt be done by the Pets. Here is no Rea- 
äſon given for This Impoſſibility; and it ſeems not 
to be imagin'd, why the Subſiſtence of a Cha- 
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* That was manifeſtly the Deſign of the Committee, and (0 
underſtood by every body. 8 g 
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« vel muſt neceſſarily depend upon Two certain 
* particular Perſons Officiating in it, ſolely, and ex- 


« cluſively of All Others, even of Myſelf, who 
am Rector of the Pariſh. Or — it were 


« the Caſe ; ſtill here is on Our Part a Right in- 
© ſiſted upon: And whatever Difficulty or Hazard, 
© there may be on the Other, it is wholly of the 
* Petitioners own Making: But it may appear, 
te that there is in Truth, no ſuch Difficulty as is 
« alledg'd. Their Expences may be reimburs'd, 
« and Their Account found, tho the Preachers be 
« not of Their Own Nomination; As it may in 
© ſome Meaſure be ſhewn in another Part of This 

© Anſwer. | | 
* But the Conſequence of Their Diſappoint- 
© ment, They ſay, muſt be the ſelling of 'This Pre- 
* ſent Building ; and Overtures, it ſeems, have been 
© made by the Difſenters, to convert it into a Meeting- 

* Houſe, Waving a Conſideration or two, whic 
perhaps might look a little Invidious ; ſince the 
© Petitioners, tho' by a Miſtake drawn into ſome 
©* Difficulties, are, I hope, well affected to the 
Church of England; and not to inſiſt that This 
part of my Pariſh is inhabited chiefly by Perſons 
* of Quality and Gentlemen, among whom there 
© are Few, if Any, Diſſenters : I beg Leave to ob- 
* ſerve to Your Lordſhips ; Firſt, That the Petitio- 
ners (it may be thro' mere Error, for I would 
make the moſt favourable Conſtruction) have by 
actually Entrenching upon Our Rights, brought 
” Themſelves into a Difficulty ; and now Plead 
That veryDifficulty,as a Reaſon for Encroaching 
upon Thoſe Rights yet farther. 2dly, That This 
© looks like a Kind of Menace (tho? I hope it was 
2 not ſo meant) upon His Grace the Duke of 
L Montagu and Myſelf, as if We had only This Op- 
tion, that either We muſt yield up Our Rights, 
O 
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or incurr the Blame of cauſing a Meeting- Houſe 
* tobe Erected for the Uſe of Diſſenters. Where. 
* as I humbly conceive, that if ſuch a Thing ſhould 
happen (which God forbid) the Blame would lie 
© at the Petitioners Own Doors. They actually 
© began their Building, and aſſum'd to 'Them- 
“ ſelves the Nomination of their Preachers, with- 
s out acquainting either the Patron or the Rector; 
© and proceeded, notwithſtanding a very early 
* Caution I had given them to the contrary. They 
ie have now almoſt finiſh'd their Building, and ſtil 
4 demand the Nomination aforeſaid, without the 
Leave either of the Patron or the Rector. And 
if a Chapel ſhall be turn'd into a Meeting- 
* Houſe, unleſs the Rights of Both are given up; 
* who ought to bear the Blame of it, is humbly 
C ſubmitted to Your Lordſhips. But 3dly, There b 
« really is not, or I am ſure need not to be, any 0 
Fear of This Inconvenience. The Building may be . 
< apply d to the Uſe firſt deſign'd (as I not only . k 
* Permit, but Deſire it ſhould be) tho” the Petitio- MI. c 
© ners do not Nominate the Preachers. I have MW C 
© Reaſon to believe, that Some of the moſt con- MI tt 
* ſ{iderable among Them will, notwithſtandingThat, WI . be 
* continue to carry on This Deſign. Nay, I am apt I be 
* to think, that after They have All well weigh d 
© This Matter, none of Them will withdraw their 
« Concurrence ; or if They ſhonld, I doubt not 
© but Others will be found to make good That De- 
ce ficiency, without recurring to the Diſſenters. It 
ce js well known, not only that there are many Pious 
« Chriſtians of our Own Communion ready to pro- 
* mote ſo Religious a Deſign ; but that even Mo- 
© ney is not diſadvantageouſſy employ d upon Un- 
« dertakings of This Nature. 1 
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My Lords, 


As to the Propoſals themſelves, I Anſwer ; 
© 1. To the Firſt, That my Eafter Offerings, 


© and ſuch like, are already Secur'd by Law; but 
Pues, ſtrictly Such, are the leaſt of my Income, 
* in That Part of my Pariſh; My Income There 
* chiefly Depending upon Perquiſites, and Volun- 
* tary Contributions; which it is Impoſſible for 
* Them to Aſcertain or Secure. On the contrary, 
Ihumbly deſire that I may be Judge, how Thoſe, 
as well as My Dues, properly ſo call'd, may 
be beſt preſerv d. I am in Poſſeſſion; and in- 
treat that Nothing, by whatever Name it is 
* call'd, may be taken from me, without my Con- 
* ſent. 


© 2. To the Second I Anſwer ; That tho" I 


” preſume not to be particular upon what relates 
directly to His Grace the Duke of Montags ; 
yet as His Grace was pleas'd to Inſiſt upon the 
" Redor's ſole Nomination of the Perſons to Offi- 
" ciate, I humbly conceive that I aſſert His 
: Grace's Right, by aſſerting My Own. That 
the Nomination of Thoſe Preachers of Right 
belongs to Me, is not ſo much as pretended to 
be deny'd by the Petitioners Themſelves. 


3. Upon the Third I Obſerve ; Firſt, That 


: the Petitioners have receded from Their Origi- 
_ ginal Propoſals deliver'd to Me, in which Men- 


tion was made of Houſes for the Two Preachers. 


I Secondly, That in the firſt Paragraph of Theſe 
. Propoſals now laid before Your Lordſhips, Both a 
Morning and Afternoon Preacher are mention'd : 


But the latter of them is afterwards dropt 


{ 

through the whole Paper; and not one Word 
: ſaid concerning any Proviſion to be made for 
6 Him; as there is not- likewiſe concerning the 
. Reader, Clerk, and Pewkeeper, who ought to 


2 have 
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hare been provided for, and are alſo of Right 
in My Nomination. 


* Upon the Whole, My Lords, in Conſiders- | 


tion that the Petition and the Propoſals are, as 


it is humbly conceiv'd, Unſupported by any good | 


Reaſon in Law or Equity; That a Great Branch 
of the-Beſt Part of my Pariſh is in ſome Mes- 


ſure already taken from me by a Chapel very 


near to the Place upon which This New One 1s 
Built, (a Caſe which I believe canot be Parallel d 


in the whole Kingdom ;) and moreover, That not | 


only the Rights of All the Patrons, and Parochial 
Clergy in particular, but the Properties of the 


Subject in General, are deeply Intereſted in This 


Affair; That it is not only Unprecedented, but 
evencontrary tothe known Practice of the Church, 
as appears particularly in the Pariſh of S. Ma:- 
tin's in the Fields; That the Conſequences of it 
will probably be endleſs Confuſions, eſpecially in 
the Larger Paviſhes, and great Mifchiefs will en- 
ſue to Our Holy Religion, by raiſing Independent 
Congregations, and ſetting up Altar againſt Al- 
tar; That Miniſters of Pariſhes, be Thoſe Pa- 
riſhes never o Great, have the Care of All 
the Souls contain d in them, conſequently are 
Anſwerable for the Behaviour of Others as we! 
as for Their Own; and therefore ſhould hare 
the Nomination of All Perſons who are to Ot- 
ficiate under them, in any Part of their Pariſh; 
That, (as it appears from what has been offer d 
the Petitioners inſiſt upon Conſiderations purely 


Perſonal, (I mean with regard to the Preachers | 


whom they would Nominate, whoſoever they be) 
ſince, I hope, it has been ſhewn,that the Real Eds 
they ſhould Propoſe, may be as well Obtain d 
by Other Means; That even if a Man were un- 
reaſonable in Inſiſting upon Rights, of which He 

IK 


we 
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ig by Law actually Poſſeſs'd, yet That is no Ar- 
* eument why He ſhould be depriv d of them: 
«* Laſtly, In Conſideration that I have been al- 
ready at ſome Expente, and much Trouble, in 
« attending This Affair; and muſt be at much 
« more, if I am Obligd to tohcite againſt a Bill 
depending in Parliament; tor all Theſe Reaſons, 
© which I have prefim'd juſt ro Suggeſt to Your 
* Lordſhips, I humbly Pray that the Petition may 
* be Diſmiſs'd.“ 


This is what the Dr. ſaid, to which the Minutes 
refer. From which Minutes it farther appears, 
That the Sollicitor for the Petitioners {aid, © That 
They had a great Deſire to name a Morning- 
« Preacher; That in the Afternoon to be choſen 


* by the People in general; and to {1ve the K. 
( 


or 
inſiſted on, the Duke might preſent upon che 
* Petitioners Nomination. | Here are Three new 
Laws offered; The Laſt not very conſiſtent with 
the two Firſt. However | © The Duke declared 
He would not conſent to any one the Peti- 
* tioners ſhonld name.“ It farther appears by 
the Minutes, That the Petitioners oftered to 
* agree to any Preacher the Duke ſho1!d name.” 
This Offer was upon many Accounts extremely 
whimſical, as well as inconſiſtent with the main 
Deſign of Theſe Gentlemen. But more of This, 
and ſuch like Things, hereafter. In Concluſion 
Their Lordſhips reported; "That the Committee 
have conſider' d the Petition, and heard all Par- 
ties concerned therein; and it being inſiſted on 
: by the Duke of Montagu the Patron of the 
A Living, and Dr. Sacheverett tho preſent Incum- 
bent, that They are adviſed ſuch a Bill as 

40 5 3 . 
pray d by the Petition will be AN IN PRIN GT. 
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* are of Opinion, THAT svcn BIII wy 


© INTERFERE WITH THE RIGHT or x 
HE | 


*$a1D Dux k, and DR. SAcHEVEIIEII; 


and That therefore the ſaid Petition ought to 


* be diſmiſſed“. To which Report the whole | 


Houſe of Peers agreed. 
And now to our Author. 


The Parochial Church of St. Andrew's, ho 


ſays®, * is not capable of receiving more than 
one eighth Part of its Inhabitants.” Why then 
by the ſame Rule that This Chapel is built, there 
ought to be at leaſt ſix more, of equal Dimen- 


ſions with the Mother-Church : And All (accord- | 
ing to Their Law) may be erected, and Perſons 


nominated to officiate in them, without the Rec- 
2 a 8 : 
tor's Conſent ; nay, in downright Oppoſition ts 


him, and Defiance of him. Pray, what becomes | 


not only of Dr. Sacheverell's Cure, but of the 
Duke of Montagu's Advowſon > What They ſay 
of nominating only for once, ſhall be conſidered in 
due Time and Place; as relating both to the Pa- 
tron, and the Rector. That Church-Room in 
This Pariſh is as much wanted as He affirns, 
may, for ought I know, be true : But let That 
Want be ſupply'd in a legal juſt Way; not by 
Violence and Invaſion. How f well-diſpoſed the Per- 
ſons were who would in part have ſupply d This De- 
Fett, by building This Chapel, Themſelves beſt 
know: Something has been ſaid to This already, 
Pag. 7, 8.] and more may be ſaid hereafter, 
The i| Caſe of St. George's Chapel is certainly 
an admirable Precedent for This; Becauſe it 
happens to ſtaud ſo near it: They ſeem to be 
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alin to each other; almoſt as nearly related as 
Father and Son, But was St. George's Chapel built, 
and the Perſons officiating in it nominated, in Op- 
poſition to the Rector? The Right Reverend the 
Lord Biſhop of Chicheſter was Then Rector; and 
to Him we appeal. But a late eminent Civilian, 
it ſeems, had given his Opinion of That, as of 
a like Caſe with This: The Civilian (as they 
have || elſewhere explain'd Themſelves) was Dr. 
Lane; and they There ſay the Caſe was exactly 
Parallel. Indeed? Exactly Parallel? In the one 
Caſe the Rector conſented ; In the other He ex- 
preſsly diſſents. If they ſay That Civilian gave 
his Opinion, That it might be done without the 
Rector's Conſent, in Caſe he ſhould refuſe to 
comply ; Let it be produced ; and Then we ſhall 
know what to ſay. In the mean time we fay ; 
That be That Opinion what it will, it will never 
Ballance the Opinion of the Houſe of Peers, 
and the Common Law of the Kingdom. 

He ſays, They had The Lord Biſbop of London's 
full Approbation under his own hand: How full it was, 
He himſelf informed the Committee, as above : As 
to the Fiat they boaſt of in their Printed Paper de- 
livered to the Lords; was it not Stop'd by the 
Chancellor? Did not He refuſe to execute it, as 
illegal, becauſe the Rector's Conſent was wanting? 
Did not His Lordſhip acquieſce in This? And ac- 
knowledge before the Body of The London-Clergy 
at St. Paul's Chapter-Houſe, That He made a 
Wrong Step in proceeding even ſs far? By the 
way, Did not the Body of the London-Clergy there 
allembled unanimouſly expreſs their Wonder at 
the Attempt of Theſe Proprietors, and their De- 
teſtation of it ? 


Lo © 


They 


| Printed Paper delivered to ths Lords. 


Ly 


1 

They acquainted the Rector (ſays He) with Tei- 
Intentions, as early as They could find Acceſs to Him 
This is a flat Falſhood. He is not difficult of 
Acceſs; He was in Town when their Deſign was 
firſt publickly talk'd of, and for a conſider- 
able Time afterwards ; They might Then have ac- 
quainted him, if they would: And even when he 
was at Bath (which they take notice of in their 
Paper to the Lords) Could not a Letter reach him? 
Jes; but the Affair could not be tranſacted by Letter: 
Let any body ask himfelf a Reaſon T; and if he 
can give none, ask himſelf again, Whether ever he 
heard of ſuch Shuffling. In Fact, they never took 


the leaſt Notice of him ; till after he went Him- 
elf in Perſon to the Workmen &c. Though This Wri- 


ter repreſents it otherwiſe. For thus He goes on; | 


Not doubting his Concurrence, and Aſſiſtance in 10. 
Promotion of it. But, much cuut, ary to their Expella- 
tion, he declared himſelf in oppofitien to it as an Inva- 
fron of his Rights, and came himſelf in Perſon to for- 
bid the Wirkmen to proceed in the Building. Would 
not any body think now that They apply'd to Hin 
firſt, and He went to the Workmen afterwards ? And 
yet the Fact is juſt the Reverſe ; nor is the Cir- 
cumſtance a Trifle. I might add, that He did not 
forbid the Workmen to proceed in the Buildiag (He 
pretends to no ſuch Authority) but warned them 
not to preſume to make uſe of it as a Chapel ; ſince 
they had not His Conſent. 

Pag. 5. They tell us They deſired to nominate 
ezly for the firſt Time; and in ſeveral other Pages 
we are reminded that "twas to be but jor once. 
To which 1 Here anſwer once for all, 

1ſt, They originally intended otherwiſe. In their 
Deed of Settlement (a Clauſe of which they tranſ- 
mitted to Dr. Sacheverell, to ſhew him how tender 
they were of his Rights) They had veſted the 
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Right of Nomination in Themſelves for erer. 
And whereas in the preceding Paragraph we have ſet- 
tled (as far as in us lay) the Manner of Nomina- 
ting the Preachers to This Chapel, as well for the time 
preſent, as for any time to come, &c. Tis true, Their 
Scheme has undergone various Changes, in This 
Part, as well as in others. Firſt, * They were to 
nominate both Preachers for ever. f Then They to 
nominate both for the firſt time only; They to nomi- 
nate only the Afternoon-Preacher for ever, Dr. Sa- 
cheverell (if he lived long enough) to nominate the 
next Morning-Preacher, and = That the Duke 
of Montagu and his Heirs to nominate the Morn- 
ing Preacher for ever. ** Then They to nominate a 
Morning- Preacher; That in the Afternoon to be 
choſen by the People in General; and to ſave the 
Right inſiſted on, the Duke may preſent upon the 
Petitioners Recommendation. ff Then They will agree 
to any Preacher the Duke ſhould nominate. || Then 
the Rector to nominate the Morning-Preacher, 
and the Biſbop the Afternoon. (9) Now again, 
in the laſt place, to conclude as we began, 
They (by their own Right in firi& Law) are 
to nominate Both, for ever. In ſhort; Any 
Thing, fo that Dr. M.. 's Turn be ſerved ; 
for which Care is taken in all the foremention'd 
Diviſions, except One; which I confeſs I cannot 
account for. - I take notice, by the way, of the 
various Bottoms upon which They have put This 
Matter ; to ſhew the Doublings and Shiftings which 
the Badneſs of their Cauſe obliged them to make. 


————— 


* Deed of Settlement. 

7 Schedule deliver'd to the Lords &c. 

** Minutes of the Committee. 

Tf Minutes Ec. 

Biſhop of London's Letter to Dr. Sacheverell. 
(9) The whole Tenor of Their Pamphlet. 


But 
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But to return from This Digreſſion. I anſwer 
2dly, That, with relation to the preſent Incumbent, 
This once might very probably be for ever, It 
muſt be ſo, if He ſhould not ſurvive the Perſons 
by Them nominated. zdly, Even with regard to 
his Succeſſors, it would be, at beſt, a dangerous 
Precedent ; Nor do I ſee how it could be in the 
Power of Theſe Proprietors to prevent it. 4thly, 
The Rector's Right of nominating all Perſons to 
officiate under him in all Parts of his Pariſþ, is of 
ſuch a Nature; that it ought not even for once to 
be receded from. It is his Duty to take care of 
all the Souls in it either by Himſelf, or by his Sub- 
ftitutes, And how can he do it by Thoſe who are 
not deputed by him, but impoſed upon him ? (thly, 
One of the Perſons intended to be fo nominated (upon 
whoſe Account chiefly, if not ſolely, all This 
Stickling has been, and {till is, made) is a Man 
whom the Rector of St. Andrew's ought in Inte- 
reſt, Honour, and Common Senſe, not to admit. His 
Father is already in Poſſeſſion of a noble Chapel, 
not only in the fame Pariſh, but in the near Neigh- 
bourhood of This New one. And I ask the 
Neighbourhood, and the whole Pariſh, Whether, 
in Their Opinion, it be not to the grear Detri- 
ment of the Rector? Is it not enough for Him 
to bear the Burthen of the Father? Muſt He be 
ſaddled with the So too? Was Dr. Sacheverell 
born to carry . is upon his Back? What a 
choice Union would the Father and the Son make 
by This zew Chapel-Alliance? Nay, I ask any 
one who is acquainted with This Caſe, Whether 
he be not ſatity'd that the whole Scheme was ori- 
ginally Their Contrivance > That they were con- 
cerned in it, every body knows : And if ſo; I add, 
The Rector was obliged in Conſcience, as well as 


Intereſt, and Honour, not to admit That Gentle- 
man, 
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man. The Perſons concerned in it actually began 
their Building without asking the Rector's Con- 
ſent, or ſo much as acquainting him with their 
Deſign. And I muſt confeſs, ſhould a Man, to 
ſerve his own Intereſt, do me the cooleſt and moſt 
deliberate Injury; I ſhould think it my Duty not 
to employ him in Miniftring to Souls committed 
to my Care ; however I might forgive him for the 
Salvation of my own. This Argument is much 
ſtronger; ſince the aforeſaid Gentleman has car- 
ried on his Attacks much farther: And the fame 
is to be ſaid of any other Clergyman engaged in 
the ſame Cauſe. 

Had Theſe Orertures been (as He affirms 
they were) rejected with great Diſdain; no great 
Harm had been done. However, That it is not 
rery likely to be true, appears from the follows- 
ing Letter, ſent by Dr. Sacheverell in Anſwer to 
their Memorial, as they called it. Which I the 
rather inſert, becauſe it at the ſame time ſhews 
bow little Occaſion he gave them to reflect upon 
him as being averſe from the Deſign in general. 


Gentlemen, 
I Received the Memorial You were pleaſed to 
ſend me; and am obliged to You for be- 
" lieving, that I ſhall be very ready to comply 
with any Juſt and Legal Propoſal, that may 
tend to advance the Service, or Worſhip of 
God, and the Salvation of the Souls committed 
„to My Charge: All which, I am very ſen- 
ble, are likely to be promoted by the late 
4 Pious Deſign of Encreaſing the Number of 
Churches in This City, or by any other Scheme 

Equivalent to it. 

But I conceive in This Caſe, and am in- 


form'd by very Learned Counſel in Both Laus, 
D that 


EJ 


* that This Propoſal You have ſent Me is a!to- 
** gether Unprecedented, and Illegal in itſelſ, 
cc and very Pre judicial tO My Own Rights, as 
* well as to the Rights of the Patron and My 
** Succellors ; and therefore think Myſelf in Juſtice, 
** Honour, and Conſcience, Obliged not to give 
My Conſent to it. 


all the Tythes, Offerings, and Perquifites, ſhall be 

elſewhere fully conſider d. 
Pag. 6. This is the plain State of the Caſe. Not 

All of it by a great deal; (and Some of it, » 1 


| 
| 
Their 1 Saving to Him and his Succeſſor; | 
( 
/ 


J have ſhewn, is more plain than true :) But the ( 
Deficiency of Their Narrative may be ſupplied by , 
Ours, Not to repeat any of the Particulars al- ö 
ready mentioned, They take Notice of the Biſbop' . 
being Graciouſly pleaſed to licenſe a Perſon nominated 1 
by the Proprietors (i. e. after the Determination ol 4 


the Houſe of Peers, and what His Lordſhip Him- * 
ſelf ſaid both at the Committee, and at St. Pale 4 
Chapter-Houſe: ) but none at all of his licenſing 1 


a Perſon nominated by the Rector: Nor of the 5 
ſaid Rector's moſt kind ahd obliging Behaviour 0 
to the Proprietors immediately upon the Rejection in 
of Their Bill in Parliament: Nor of the large Ofters p; 
he made them to take all Deficiencies upon Him- 0 
ſelf, and be anſwerable for every Pew which ſhould pr 


not be otherwiſe diſpoſed of: Which he did to 


| | an 
remove their dreadful Apprehenſions, that it 18 ,;3 
impoſſible a Congregation could be procured by F 


any Thing, but the Fame of Their renowned 
Duumviri in Divinity. 

That the Conceſſions They made to the Rector wit 
ſuch as He had no Right to demand, but that they 
were made merely for Peace-ſake, is an After 


Thought : The Right He claims was not ſo much £5 
queſtion d 


1 


queſtion d by them, when They petitioned for an 
AR of Parliament to take it away. But That, We 
are to believe, was only ad corroborandum ; It was to 
char Difficulties, and ſatisfy the Biſbop's Scruples f. If 
That were all; and the Rector, in Their Then Opi- 
nion, had really no ſuch Right as He pretended to; 
"Tis much They did not urge That as one Argu- 
ment, among Others, for the Bringing in of Their 
Bill. To This perhaps it will be ſaid, They 
have already given us an Anſwer. That would 
have inclined the Lords to re ject Their Bill: Nay 
(for ought that appears) the Reafon of their diſmiſ- 
ſing the Petition might be, becauſe They thought every 
thing requeſted in it ſufficiently eſtalliſped by Laws 
already in Being. I ask All who know the Cale, 
This Writer Himſelf, among Others, whether They 
believe This; nay, Whether they be not u aſſured 
of the contrary ? *Tis notorious, Their Lordſhips 
rejected it, becauſe What it requeſted was, in 
Their Opinion, repugnant to the Laws in Being, 
and a manifeſt Invaſion of Property. We heard 
not Their Debates, but We heard Many of them 
declare their own particular Opinions. And had 
Theſe Gentlemen never ſuch a Hint from any one 
of them; or never heard of any ſuch Thing ? 
Credat — Beſides ; it is not to be imagined 
in Reaſon, that Their Lordſhips would reject the 
Bill upon That Account. If any Number of Per- 
ſons would be at the Trouble and Expence, to 
procure an Act of Parliament, to clear Difficulties, 
and ſatisfy Scruples, the Subſtance of it being already 
e/tabliſh-d by Laws in Being; No Branch of the 
Legiſlature would, I humbly conceive, reject it 
upon the Account of its being Szperfluous - Since 
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it would not only remove ſuch Difficulties and Su- 
ples, but might at the ſame time be declaratury 
of Thoſe other Laws: Art leaſt it would do Good 
to certain Perſons by clearing, and ſatisfying, &e 
and no Harm to any body elſe. It is evident 
therefore, that Their Lordſhips rejected This Bill, 
not as ſuperfluous, but as unreaſonable, and unjuſt, 

I have hitherto argued upon Suppoſition that 
there were no Minutes of the Committee ; or that 
This Writer had not inſpected them: From 
Them it appears that Their Lordſhips were of 
Opinion, That the Bill micur INTERFERE with 
TRE Ricnrts of the Patron and Rector; and rhrkr- 
FORE 0ught to be diſmiſſed, I here give my An- 
ſwer to This Suggeſtion likewiſe once for all; Be- 
cauſe it is afterwards reſumed with great Pomp, 
and much additional Rhetorick, Pag. 29. Let any 
body judge whether, both There and Here, it be 
not vile Sophiftry ; and, notwithitanding the Sub- 
miſſiveneſs of Expreſſion, moſt preſumptuous 
Irifling with the Senſe of ſo Auguſt an Afem- 
bly. 

Theſe Gentlemen, however, proceed to vindi- 
cate the Steps they have taken, and to ſhew-----That 
the Conceſſions they made to the Rector were ſuch as he 
had no Right to demand, NOR MUST EVER AGAIN 
xxprcCT. They are big Words; but they dont 
fright us. The Lawyers whom they have conſult- 
ed, and whoſe Authority they alledge, may be very 
eminent But Others as eminent (be Theſe who 
they will) are of a different Opinion. F (lays 
our Author) they ſhould prove miftaken ; an Ew, 
iato which They were led by ſuch Authorities, will 
be ſurely allowed excuſable, In Some of Them, it 
may be; but nor in Others : Who very well know, 
there are divers Circumſtances denominating our 


Actions good, or evil, beſides ſuch as depend up- 
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on Human Laws, A Man may have Them on his 
Ede; and yet be an Offender againſt the Laws of 

God, particularly againft the Tenth Commandment. 
Pag. 7. Whether the Supply of This Chapel, as 
They intended it, would be any. Burthen to the Re- 
for, or his Succeſſors, and could, or could not, di- 
miniſh any Dues or Profits of the Rectory, He beg'd 
leave to judge; and ftill does fo. It is a Privilege al- 
lowed to all Mankind to be Judges for Themſelves, 
in all Compacts, or Ceſſions of Right, whether it 
be fit for Them to agree, or not. If Another 
were treating with Me for a Purchaſe; would it 
not be idle in him to ſay he has proved and de- 
nonſtrated, that I ſhall be a Gainer, at leaſt not a 
Loſer; and therefore I ought to comply? As for 
the Securities they offered; I know of none it was 
in their Power to give, ſo as to prevent all the 
Miſchiefs apprehended. However; for the Rea- 
ſon Now. alledged, the Rector was to be Judge, 
whether it were fit for him to accept of them, or 
no. 
They acknowledge that Few Ereftious of This 
Kind (if they mean upon the Foot they intend, it is 
very modeſtly expreſſed, and They might have faid, 
None at all) have been made fince the Reformation. 
This ſure is ſomewhat material. The Many which 
have been made before it (ſuppoſing, but not grant- 
ing, the Fact to be true) ſignify nothing to Us, 
as I ſhall prove hereafter. They farther acknow- 
ledge that the long Diſuſe of ſuch Erefions | ſince the 
Reformation] and the WANT or Late PRECEDENTS, 
rendered the Caſe in a manizer NE, and therefore 
ſonewtat Ogscuxr. From whence (notwithſtand- 
ing Thoſe ſoft Words in a manner, and ſomewhat) 
let Us have Leave to infer, Therefore our own 
conſtant Uſage fince the Reformation determines the 
Queſtion, This, with humble Submiſſion, is giving 
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up the whole Cauſe As will more fully appear in 
other Parts of This Anſwer. lM GS 

Pag. 8. To clear Theſe Difficulties, and to ſatisfy the 
Biſhop's Scruples, and to obtain That Licenſe from him 
under the Protection of a new Law, wH¹ICH Hr na; 
SINCE UPON MORE DELIBERATION BEEN PLEASED 
TO GRANT WITHOUT 1T, Was the SOLE Intention of 
the Bill petition'd for. From what I have ſaid 
Above, I think it appears as probable at leaft, 
That This was not the ſole Intention of it; but 
that there was moreover a Deſign to take 
away a Right of which the Rector was, and as 
yet is, in Poſſeſſion. The Reſt relates to the 
PERSONAL ConpDucrt of the Biſhop : That's 
noli me tangere ; I have the greateſt Honour for His 
Lordſhip, and care not to meddle with That 

oint. 

*Tis a Miſtale (They ſay) to imagine that the 
Caſe is prejudged by the Lords, &c. It may be ſo 
in one Senſe : It was not, ſtrictly ſpeaking, prejudg'd; 
becauſe it did not come before them in their 
Judicial, but in their Legiſlative Capacity. Had 
it come before them in their Judicial Capacity; 
There had been an End of it: This Gentleman 
might have ſpared His Pamphlet, and I Mine. A 
Circumſtance which I admire he took na Notice 
of, in his fo gravely laying out the Law. But 
for all That, it was virtually, and in effect, pre- 
judged ; ſince by the Rejection of the Bill, and the 
Reaſons given for ſuch Rejection, Their Lordſhips 


have Plainly, tho* not Judicialh, declared Their 


Opinion in This Matter. What is Their Opinion 
concerning the Proceedings of ſome certain Perſons, 
fince That Rejection, I will not preſume to con- 
jecture. 8 | 
Pag. 9, 10. Their arguing from the Imperial 
Laws, and the Limitation of the Biſhop's Foun 
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which They ſay, was the ſame Then, in This In- 
tance [viz. Nominating, ©c.] as That which the 
Recor claims Now, and the Biſhop's being obli- 
ged to Ordain, and Licenſe ſuch as were nomi- 
nated by the Erectors of Chapels, c. (ſuppoſing, 
at preſent, their Quotations to be true,) is all 
idle, and vain, ; becauſe not to the Purpoſe. For 
admitting Thoſe Chapels to have been of the ſame 
Kind, and upon the fame Fot, with This (as They 
certainly were not, being all at leaft conſecrated, 
tho' not enudow'd,) Pariſhes were not divided Then, 
as they are Now ; or at leaſt Pariſh-Prieſts had 
not ſuch Rights Then, as they have Now. And 
if it be indiſputable that the Biſhops had the 
{ame Rights in Thoſe Times as to This Particular, 
which This Rector claims in Theſe; yet it does 
not follow that becauſe the Civil Powers Then li- 
mited the One, therefore They ſhould Now limit 
the Other. Circumſtances vary in Trad of Time, 
and in different Nations and Conſtitutions. I 
own our Writer is Now endeavouring to ſhew in 
Point of Equity, why, in his Opinion, the Legiſla- 
ture ſhould have made a certain Law, and giving 
Reaſons why it was preſumed they would, in or- 
der to juſtify an Attempt which was made : How- 
ever, I deſire even Here to obſerve in favour of 
our Cauſe in general, though it be not dire&ly 
in Anſwer to What he Here particularly alledges ; 
That They have in Fuct not made ſuch a Law; 
They have refuſed to make ſuch a Law: And 
whether His ſaying that They (the Proprietors) 
could not but hope a Parliament as well tiſpoſed to pro- 
mote Religion as any of the old Emperors, would com- 
thy with their Petition, &c. after He knows it has 
not ſo comply'd, will be deem'd a Refle&ion upon 
the Wiſdom, and Piety of the Legiſlature ; the 
Legiſlature itſelf will judge. Sure F am, His ſay- 
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ing They preſumed no one who had any Concern fy 
Religion would deny ſome Encouragement, &c. is 2 
Reflection, and a baſe one too, upon the Rector 
of St. Andrew's : But as there are many ſuch, and 
much worſe, in the ſame Pamphlet ; I ſhall take 
no more Notice of This. The Fallacy in the 
Words ſome Encouragement ſhall be conſidered in 
another Place. 

Theſe Gentlemen (he ſays) conceived that whateug 
Rights any Parochial Miniſter ſtands poſſeſſed of, were 
derived to him at firſt from the Conceſſion of the Bi- 
ſhop; to whom the whole Care of the Dioceſe origi- 
nally belong d. Well, we grant it: And what then? 
And are now confirmd to him in Property by the 
Laws of the Land. Are they ſo? That, as I take 
it, is a conſiderable Point. And are conſequently 
ſubje to ſuch Reſtraints as the Legiſlature ſhall at 
any time find it reaſonable to add to them. Doubt- 
leſs, the Legiſlature can do what it pleaſes : But 
is it not always to the laſt degree tender of Pu- 
perty ? Property, I mean, already in being. And 
that the Intention of aſſigning and confirming to him 
Thoſe Rights was to render the Parochial Conſtitution 
effeftual to the good Ends propoſed in it: Beyond all 
Controverſy, twas ſo. But then, to what he 
ſays pretending to give an Account of Thoſe Ends, 
throughout the eleventh Page, I anſwer ; 'Tis an 
impertinent Declamation upon the ant of Church- 
Room in This Pariſh, which Nobody denies, con- 
founding That with the Neceſſity of This Chapel's 
being ſupplied by Perſons whom Theſe Proprietors 
ſhall nominate, Which, I am ſorry to ſay it, is 

oſs Prevarication ; For in ſuch learned and inge- 
nious Gentlemen it could not be {enorance. In 
Conſideration of the Want of Room for publick 
Worſhip, and that Theſe Proprietors offered at their 


own Charge to build and ſupport an Oratory, they "= 
the 
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the Wiſdom of the Legiſlature would not ſuffer any 
ſuppoſed Rights or Powers of the Rector to be extended 
0 the Fuppreſſiun of ſo excellent a Work. The Reſt 
to the End of the Paragraph is pure Houriſb, ta- 
king for granted what has been diſproved already; 
and ſo I do not tranſcribe That; but anſwer what 
[ have tranſcribed. Offered to build? They actually 
had built; before they apply'd either to the Pa- 
tron and the Rector on the one hand, or to the 
Legiſlature on the other. At their own Charge, 
is mere Amuſement : Every body knows they 
make a good. Uſe of their Money. They hoped 
the Wiſdom of the Legiſlature would not ſuffer, &c. 
This, for ought I know, may be another Re- 
flection upon the Wiſdom of the Legiſlature. 
Suppoſed Rights - Juſt now it was ſaid, that the 
Rights he derived from the Biſhop were confirmed 
to him in Property by the Laws of «£ Land. Is not 
This of Nominating ſo derived, among other Rights? 
Does not This Gentleman Himſelf plainly ſuppoſe 
ſo, when in the Words above- cited he argues, 
that all ſuch Rights ought to be reſtrained by the 
Lzgiflature, in order to render the Parochial Conſtitu- 
tion effeftual to the good Ends propoſed in it? What 
Right is he ſpeaking of, except This of Nomina- 
ting? This, at — Joy is the only Queſtion be- 
een us. There then it is a real Right, but ſuch 
an one as ought to be reſtrained. Here it is only a 
ſuppoſed Right. To ſay it is a real Right, is, I 
confeſs, a Contradiction to his main Doctrine; 
but if He will contradi& himſelf, and diſprove 
his own Doctrine, I cannot help it. However, at 
preſent it muſt be only a ſuppoſed Right. Ad- 
mitting it were ſo; why muſt the Preſer vation of 
It ſuppreſs This excellent Mor? How often mult 
they be told, that the Rector of St. Andrew's is as 
forward to promote it as Themſelves? But They 
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will inſiſt, that it muſt fall to the ground, or ſtand 
empty; unleſs Their unparallel d Nominees be ap- 
pointed to officiate in it. 


Pag. 12, 13. The Queſtion which Theſe Gentlemen | 


offered to the Lords in their Petition, was not, Whether 
the Rector had ſuch Rights as he claimed; but whe- 
ther, admitting for the preſent the Rector to have ſuch 
Rights, it was not reaſonable in their Caſe for publich 
Wiſdom to reſtrain, and limit him in the Exerciſe 
them. What was the Queſtion Then, is, it ſeems, 
to be ſtated Now: Every Thing is to be This, or 
That, to change, and vary, through the ſeveral 
Steps of This Proceeding, juſt as' it ſerves the 
Turn of Theſe Proprietors. There are no ſuch 
Words in their Paper delivered to the Houſe of 
Peers as Theſe now cited, nor any thing like 
them: Theſe, and many more, are After-Fetches, 
*Tis evident They Then more than admitted the 
Rector's Right, and intended by a Law not to 
limit, but to deſtroy it. See backwards, p. 19.] But 
Now their Bill being rejected, the Cafe is alter- 
ed; and the Affair is upon a new Foot. It has 
indeed (as we have partly ſhewn, and ſhall partly 
farther ſhew) been put upon ſeveral Bottoms, pro 
re nata, changing, and miſting. from time to time, 
as Occaſion required. Whether That be a Sign 
of a good, or of a bad Cauſe, is ſubmitted to the 
Judicious. 

Their Argument from the Hſty New Churches is 
not ſo curious as They may imagine. Becauſe, 
1ſt, Parochial Churches eſtabliſhed by Law, and 
to continue for ever, are upon a very different 
Foot from This temporary, Leaſe-hold, unconſe- 
crated Chapel, built by privare Undertakers. It 
may be fir to reſtrain the Rights of particular 
Perſons in That Inſtance, but not in This. 249, 
Snppoling the Caſe of the New Churches to 2 as 
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They have ſtated it, (as I ſhall ſhew it is Not) 
Nobody petitioned, or remonſtrated, againſt 'That 
Law ; The whole Body of the Clergy not only ac- 
quieſced, but rejoiced in it; and ſo There was an 
univerſal Ceſſion of Right. Or if it had been 
otherwiſe ; the Right might be equitably re- 
ſtrained in That Inſtance, and yet not in This; 
for the Reaſon above-mentioned. But 3ah, The 
Caſe, after all, is falſly repreſented. No Right 
of the preſent Iucumbent is by any Statute relating 
to the New Churches taken away, or ſo much as 
limited ; Particularly not This of Nominating, no 
not for once. The Crown indeed is to nominate 
(or rather to preſent) to each New Church, prima 
vice: But When? Not till after the preſent In- 
cumbent ceaſes to be ſo: Till Then the Diviſion 
of the Pariſh is not to take effect, unleſs it be 
with His Conſent. And as to the Succeſſor, He 
cannot be injured by it; Every thing is ſettled 
by Law, before He fucceeds; and no Man can 
loſe a Right which he never had. What is That 
to the Point before us? Here the preſent Incum- 
leut would actually be deprived of His Right; and 
the Succeſſors be in great Danger at leaſt of being 
deprived of Theirs. 

In the next Paragraph I do not well know 
what former Uſage they mean, as favouring their 
Cauſe : Their pretended Precedents, and their Ar- 
guments from the Inperial, and Canon Law, partly 
have been, and partly ſhall be conſidered. The reſt 
of the Paragraph is nothing but a Declamatory Repe- 
tition of What has been anſwered already. 

Pag. 14, 15. And fo, in the Main, is the Next. 
let there is Something in it, which I promiſed to 
take notice of, and Something which deſerves to 
de taken notice of by every body elſe. As the 
Whale is a Piece of Curioſity, I will lay it be- 
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fore the Reader; though not all at once. 1 a 
Encouragement to be given to a Work ſo inoſfenſive, |, 
apparently uſeful, ſo very much wanted ? None, tha: 
J hear of, has been offered ; and indeed, if any were 
intended, leſs could not be deviſed, than what The 
Gentlemen inſiſted on. I anſwer ; The Work itſelf 
is not only inoffenſive, but (as they truly ſay) uſc- 
ful, and very much wanted, But, as tis circumſtan- 
tiated, and managed, it is very offenfive, not only 
to the Rector of the Pariſh, but to all good Chri- 
ſtians. Some Encouragement may be given; tho 
not This which They demand, for many Reaſons 
beſore alledged. | See p. 16, 17.] The very good 
Uſe they make of their Money 1s ſome Encourage- 
ment: If they undertake This Work for the 
Glory of God, and the Increaſe of true Religion, 
(a Deſign very conſiſtent with That Other) the 
Pleature of a good Conſcience, and the Proſped 
of a Reward in Heaven, is more, and better En- | 
couragement. And tho' for Theſe Reaſons there 
was no Neceſſity of the Rector's giving any En- 
couragement beſides his Permiſſion that Thoſe o- 
ther Encouragements ſhould take place; yet did 
Theſe Gentlemen never hear of any more offered 
even by Him? Did He not immediately after the 
Rejection of Their Bill, and the groſs Inſult they 
had made not only upon his Property, but upon 
his Reputation, in Their Paper delivered to the 
Lords, Did He not, I ſay, immediately atter 
That, in a moſt obliging Manner, take the fierceſt 
of them by the Hand, and offer them, with ll 
imaginable Kindneſs, to aſſiſt them in their Work 
to the utmoſt of his Power, and even to take 
upon Himſelf the Supply of all Deficiencies? 
But if Any Encouragement had been intended; Lal, 
it ſeems, could not have been deviſed than Il Hat 1 vel? 
Centleme inſiſted on. Whether That were little, 
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or great; ſtill it was improper, nay unlawful, as I 
have ſhewn. And if They would be fatisfied 
with None but This; it was Their Fault, not the 
Rector s. But why This particular Encouragement 
is ſo much infiſted on, it is not difficult to con- 
jecture. They go on: And He who thinks This too 
much for them, may be preſumed an Enemy to the Work 
itſelf, to be againſt all farther Provifions for Publick 
Morſbip, and, if he durſt own it, as much diſſatisfied 
with the Act for the New Churches, as he is with This 
Supply. I doubt the Gentlemen are angry : Which 
ſuch cunning Men do not often appear to be. 
How Charitable, how Chriſtian, This Behaviour is, 
leave to the Determination of Others. They 
cloſe the Paragraph with This round Period ; For 
every Objection that has been, or I believe can be offer d 
againſt the One, might have been urged with equal, or 
greater Force againſt the other. Meaning by the 
One This New Chapel, and by the Other the 
Fifty Churches. The Difference between the two 
Caſes has been fully conſider'd above“, and Thi- 
ther I refer. | 

Pag. 15. They now proceed to anſwer all Ob- 
jeftions in Point of Equity. And the Firft is taken 
from the Rector's ſuppoſed Right by the Laws of the 
Land, &c. They ſay they will confider the Queſtion of 
Right by itſelf; and fo will We. At preſent, in 
point of Equity they argue from the Caſe of the 
Fifty Churches; Which has been ſpoken to al- 
ready. In This Paragraph they have an arch Sneer 
upon the Rector of St. Andrew's, a Perſon of ſuch 
diſtinguiſhed Zeal for the eſtabliſhed Worſhip ; I re- 
peat the Words, and That is ſufficient. 
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Pag. 16. Secondly, It hath been objeted that 14 


whole Scheme and Fabrick of Parochial Diſcipline | 


will be demoliſhed; if any Perſons who may happen 
to be ſeized with the Itch of Building, or otherwiſe il. 
affected to the Miniſter of the Pariſh, ſball be permitted 
zo erett in his Diſtrict a Place of Worſhip, and therely 
draw off his People from the Attendance due to his Mi- 
niſtrations. Well; and how is This anſwer'd ? Why 
Thus: All This Danger is merely imaginary ; whilf 
the Biſhop of the Dioceſs (to whom originally the Cure 
belonged) is left the Judge of the Neceſſity, or Expe- 
diency, which may be pleaded for ſuch Ereftions, If 
the Cure originally belonged to the Biſhop, it does 
not Now : And it does not follow that the Danger 
is merely imaginary, becauſe He is Judge, &c. Even 
Biſhops are but Men: There have been bad Bi- 
ſhops; And what has been, may be. Is not 'This fine 
Arguing, in a Caſe of Property? The Parochial 
Miniſter muſt have a Right taken from him, of 
which he is actually poſſeſſed ; And he can ſuffer 
nothing in Conſequence of his being ſo deprived, 
becauſe the Biſhop is Judge, &c. Is This the Liberty- 
and-Property-Language of the free People of Eng- 
land? The Rights of Pariſh-Minifters are as 
much aſcertained to them by the Laws of the 
Land, as the Rights of Biſhops are to Them : 
And as to the Law of Reaſon, of God, and of 
the Church; Every Miniſter has the Care of all 
the Souls in his Pariſh more immediately than the 
Biſhop : The Biſhop is to take more immediate Care 
of the Inferior Clergy, and the Inferior Clergy 
of their Pariſhioners. Nor is it indeed very proba- 
ble (fay They) that where ſuch a Neceſſity, or Expe- 


diency is not notorious, any Man, or Number of Met, 
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do it, in order to make their Miniſter their Slave. 
Whenever they have a Quarrel with him; the 
Word will be, Chapel him, Chapel him. But They 
go on. ¶ there appear any thing factious, any thing 
whimſical, perverſe, or peeviſh in them; the Biſhop (it 
is agreed) may cruſb them. He may; but ſuppoſe 
he ſhould not : Nay, ſuppoſe inftead of cruſhing 
them, he ſhould join with them, and even ſtretch, 
and almoſt crack, his Authority to encourage them. 
Il Biſhops will be likely to do ill Things : Even the 
Beſt and Wiſeſt, when weakened by Age and In- 
frmities, added to a natural Sweetneſs of Tem- 
per, may be overpowered, and prevailed with to 
act contrary to their own Judgments, by the reſtleſs 
Importunity of crafty, confident, avaricious Men. 
Ir This very Inſtance of which we are ſpeaking, 
to attempt to make ſuch a Schiſm in the Pariſh, 
was, in my Opinion, factious; To build a Chapel, 
without conſulting the Patron, or Rector, was whimſt- 
cal ; To inſiſt ſo pertinaciouſiy againſt Both, is per- 
verſe; And to rail in ſuch an outrageous Manner, 
is ſomewhat more than peeviſh, 

Pag. 17. But the Biſhop may GENERALLY be 
enſidered as lefs byaſſed by any Selfiſh Views, than the 
Parochial Miniſter, Admit This: It may Som E- 
TIMES be otherwiſe; And We will continue to 
inſiſt, till the Contrary is proved, that the 
Miniſter has a Right in 'This Caſe, and the Biſhop 
Not. However ; in 'This very Inſtance the Rector 
(ne are told) ſeems much and deeply conceru'd for 
Profits and Emoluments never meant to be injur d; 
aud under the Panic of That Apprehenftn cries aloud 
o Danger to the Church and her Diſcipline. I have 
repeated This; and That again is enough, to ſhew 
both the Roman Eloquence, the Engliſh Civility, and 
the Chriſtian Charity of it. Forgetting all the while, 
That the Diſcipline of our Church is Epiſcopal ; That 
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the Authority he diſputes is Epiſcopal ; That he claim. 
in This Caſe to be independent on it; That he is ſetting 
ap for Rights unknown to any Epiſcopal Church, and | 
inconfiſtent with its Government, never yet (as I verily 
believe) conteſted by any Presbyter with his Biſhop, 
nce the Foundations of Chriſtianity, This carries 3 
rumbling Sound indeed! Tis very Oratorical ; 
That's certain: But then in Point of Arguing, it 
ſuppoſes That Right in the Biſnop, which is the 
Thing in Queſtion; and has not been proved. The 
Rector does not forget that our Church is Epi- 
ſcopal; He only denies that the Epiſcopal Autho- 
rity in our Church extends to what is here ſup- 
poſed: He claims to be independent on Nothing, 
any farther than the Laws of our Church and State 
have made him independent: He is ſetting up for 
no Rights unknown to any Epiſcopal Church: 
Thoſe he pretends to are known to our Epiſcopal 
Church ; and are therefore in her Judgment con- 
ſiſtent with her Government. If they have not 
been conteſted by any Presbyter with his Biſhop 
ſince the Foundations of Chriftianity ; it is becaule 
the Biſhops unqueſtionably had ſuch Powers in ſome 
Ages and Churches; and never pretended to them 
in others. Dr. Sacheverell may pretty well bear 
ſuch Uſage ; ſince the main Body of the Inferior 
Clergy in their Repreſentatives have for many 
Years been vilified as Men of A4nti-Epiſcopal Prin- 
ciples, (by Thoſe who at leaſt as jr/tly deſerved 
That Charge Themſelves) purely for aſſerting 
what They imagined at leaſt to be their Right 
All This fine Paragraph therefore is Nothing but 
Fallacy, and Amuſement; contrived to throw 
Duſt into the Eyes of the Reader, and Dirt upon the 

Rector of St. Andrew's. 
Pag. 17, 18. But of Many who believe his Claim 9 
Right to be ſtriftly legal, there is ſcarce one (if w 
believe 


believe This Writer) who thinks him either prudent, 
or equitable in his Manner of exerciſing That Right, &c. 
He chearfully appeals to the Opinion of the World, 
not only as to his ſtrif# legal Right, but as to his 
Prudence and Equity, in This Affair. To the whole 
World He appeals; Whether (conſidering the Pa- 
tron, Himſelf and his Succeſſors) a Compliance 
with Theſe Proprietors, after the Aſſault they had 
made pon him (for till Then they never deſired his 
Compliance) would not have been diſbonourable, 
imprudent, unequitable, I add unlawful, for a Rea- 
fon above alledged *, Where, on the other hand, 
was Their Pradence, or Equity? Why did they 
actually begin their Building, without acquainting 
either the Patron, or the Rector? Why muſt They 
Both be ſet aſide, and the Biſhop only applied to? 
Perhaps Dr. Sacheverel would have nominated One 
of Their Recommending ; always excepting Dr. 
. for Reaſons already alledged. Nay, he 
certainly would have done ſo; ſuppoſing ſuch Te- 
ſtimonials, or other Circumſtances, as are uſual 
upon Theſe Occaſions. But They made it impoſ- 
ible for Him to yield to them. In ſome Caſes 
indeed it is not only proper, but (Chriftianly ſpeak- 
ing) one's Duty, to recede from one's Rights ; but not 
after they have been openly invaded, and Endea- 
yours uſed. to take them away. The Honour of a 
Man is not inconſiſtent with the Charity of a Chri- 
fian, And for Intereſt ; How could Dr. Sacheverell 
expect that Thoſe Men ſhould be very tender of his 


Rights for the future, who had invaded them already? 


And to have receded from the leaſt of them, after 
it had been either aſſaulted or denied, muſt have 
been prejudicial to his Succeſſors, as well as to the 
Patron of the Living. 


Pag. 17. | 
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Since They have thrown us upon the Subject of 
Equity in This Proceeding ; Other Moral Conlidera- 
tions naturally occur. Was it not the general 
Judgment of the World, that it was wnequitable 
(admitting it to be ſtrictly legal) for one Clergyman 
thus violently to intrude into the Cure of Another? 
Suppoſing Dr. Sacheverell to have already carry'd 
his Point in This Conteſt; Who ſhall make 
him Satisfaction for the great Trouble, and Ex- 
penſe he has already undergone? Whom did He 
diſturb 2 Into whoſe Cure did He thruſt himſelf? 
He is attack'd in his Property : His Fortune and his 
Health are impaired, in defending Himſelf, and 
doing his Duty in defending Others. If This Mat- 
ter be determined againſt him, (as We preſume to 
hope it will Not) We need ſay Nothing with re- 
gard to Him; the Caſe is ſo plain: But with re- 
gard to Others we ſay, That Human Judicatures 
may jaſtly determine a Cauſe in favour of Men, 
who may yet, for commencing and carrying on 
That Cauſe, be guilty in the Sight of God. And 
even if it be determined for him; I repeat the 
Queſtion, Who ſhall make him Satisfaction? Were 
I in the Number of his Oppoſers ; I am fore I 
know how I ſhould anſwer for One: As it is, I 
am as ſure I would not be, and perſiſt to be, of That 
Number, for all that 'This World can afford me. 

Would Theſe Gentlemen be willing to be ſerved 
fo Themſelves? With regard to Tuo of them; Is 
there any Man that loves Property more than the 
Son, unleſs perhaps it be the Fther ? Is any Per- 
ſon more tenacious of his Rights, than They are? For 
their Judgments concerning the Rights of Parocbial 
Miniſters; The Caſe of Dr. Humphreys turn'd out 
of his Lecture by Dr. Harris, (a Thing, in My 
Opinion, very ſcandalous) is yet freſh in Memory. 
Many thought that the Rector or Vicar, either had 

not, 


a 
ö 
a 
| 
N 


* * — AA Ao. AT 


2 rr we * 


1 


not, or ought not to have, a Right to diſplace the 
Lecturer as Dr. Harris did. But the two Dr. M.. 
were of another Sentiment: With Them the Rights 
of the Parachial Miniſters were facred ; and This, 
among Others, was One of them. So that in Their 
judgment a Lecturer of the Pariſh-Church, choſen 
by the Pariſh, approved of and admitted by the 
Miniſter, licenſed by the Biſhop, and having been 
many Years in Poſſeſſion, might be turned out by 
a New Minifter, at his arbitrary Will and Pleaſure, 
and That too, though he had for a conſiderable 
time continued Lecturer even under the new Mi- 
niſter, and ſo might be preſumed to have his tacit 
Conſent. But This was ſome time ago; and the 
Circumſtances of Perſons and Things may be ſince 
altered. Now, in the Judgment of the ſelf- ſame 
Perſons, both Father and Son, a New Chapel may 
be erected in a Pariſh, and Perſons nominated to 
officiate in it, not only without the Miniſter's 
Leave, but in direct Oppoſition to him. 

Who began This Conteſt is well known; and 
conſequently upon whom the Scandal of it, the 
Miſchief it may do to Religion and the Church, 
and the Sport it will make for Sectaries and Athe- 
iſts, ought in reaſon to be charged, is well known 
too. 

Pag. 18. In anſwer to the third Objection, they 
ſay, F any Part of his Legal Revenue be encroached 
upon, He has a Remedy at Law againſt the Invader. 
But had He not much better keep out the Inva- 
ders? Is the Trouble and Expenſe of ſuch a Law- 
Suit a mere Trifle? Beſides, He may ſuffer much 
Detriment, without being able 7egaly to prove it. 
Will a certain Perſon now in Polleſfion of a cer- 
tain Chapel, give it upon his Oath, that He never 
baptized, bury'd, marry'd, or church'd, to his own 
Advantage, and to the Detriment of the Rector? 
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Yet no ſuch Thing has hitherto been legally proy'- 
Though perhaps indeed it was not becauſe the 
Rector could not prove it, but becauſe he would not: 
Whether he will always be ſo tender, is another 
Queſtion. As for the Honorary Preſents . (as they 
are called) of Theſe, and Other Things relating 
either to his own ſtrict Property, or to any other 
Advantages whatſoever, the Rector (I ſay it again) 
begs leave to judge for Himſelf. They alledge, 
that He will rather loſe, than gain, by This Retu- 
ſal. This has been, and ſhall be, anſwered elſe- 
where. The ſame is to be ſaid to their next Para- 
graph; [a the Overtures made to the Rector, &c. 
What Proviſions They could have made to ſecure to 
Him all Profits, &c. I do not underſtand. The Per- 
ſons officiating (it is ſaid ®) would have been ſtrift) 
obliged (by their intended new A& of Parliament) 
not to baptize, &c. They are ſtrictly obliged alrea- 
dy, and puniſhable by Law if they do it; as They 
themſelves have juſt now obſerved. But fti!! done 
it may be; and fo J apply the ſame Anſwer to 
This, as in Page 35, from Line 26 to Line 36 
incluſively. What Clauſe was prepared, and ready 
to be offered, I know not; If it were as it ii 
there recited ; it would not in the Kector's Judg. 
ment have ballanced the Inconveniences : And That 
is Anſwer ſufficient. SY that upon the whole (conti- 
nues our Author) his Ob jection amounts to thus mul. 
How This ſo that comes in, or what Connexion it 
has with the preceding Words, I do not apprehend 
However, here is a Speech made for the Recor 
and becauſe it is exceeding witty, and penn d in 
great Gayety of Heart, Iwill, for the Refreſhment 
ot all Wits, ſer it down at full length. Here 7: 4 
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good and uſeful Work in hand, from which I can re- 
vive uo Injury; but unleſs I can ſtrike out ſome Ad- 
vantage to Myſelf or Friends, from it; unleſs I can 
maintain a Curate or two by it, and ſqueeze out from it 
an Acceſſion of 100 1. or 200 l. per Tear to my Rectory; 
] will do all jn my Power to ſuppreſs it. Aſter the 
Speech, the Author Thus reſumes his own Perſon : 
k is evident that what the Rettor here contends for, is 
nt a Compenſation for any thing taken from Him, but 
an Advantage to Himſelf, from the Expenſe and La- 
bour of other Men. In anſwer to Both, I ſay; that 
This in the main is a moſt notorious, ſcandalous, 
and abuſive Falſhood. Some Advantage to his 
Friends he may incidentally propoſe ; and tis fit 
He ſhould encourage his Friends, rather than his 
Enemies; Thoſe, who He is ſure will do him 
Juſtice, rather than Thoſe, who He 1s ſure have 
actually done him Injuſtice. But Advantage to 
Himſelf He neither propoſes, nor can obtain; as 
muſt be known to every body, who knows an 
thing of This Matter. But becauſe the Gentleman 
is upon Speech-making in the Perſons of Others, (a 
Figure, of which I was always a great Admirer) 
| will attempt one in the ſame Way. It will not 
indeed be half ſo ingenious, but it will come much 
nearer to Truth, and real Matter of Fact. 

* A ſweet Thing This St. G—'$ Chapel l to- 
© gether with the Burying-Place in the Fields 
" adjoining! So many Hundred Pounds a Year 
in Another Man's Pariſh, ſo ſnug, and ſo un- 
* obſerv'd ! Without any Draw-back for Taxes, 
Firſt-Fruits, Tenths, Procurations, or Syno- 
g dals! Such Another would do rarely! Here's a 
4 convenient Spot of Ground, not only in the ſame 
. Pariſh, but almoſt at our Door. —0 | Argu- 
„ ſus iſte . Nature certainly intended it for a 

Chapel; Could I get one There, as my Fa- 

ther 
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and 'twill be eaſy to cruſh Him. This perhaps 
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ther has This Here; how we could play the 
Game into one another's Hands! *Tis true, 
that S thinks he has enough of us al- 
ready; but we have not quite enough of Him, 
or rather of His: He'll never give his Conſent; 
No matter, we won't ask Him; We'll do ir 
without Him! *Twould be Madneſs indeed to 


make ſuch an Attempt upon any other Clergy- 
Man in the Kingdom; But He's a blown Deer, 


may not be thought very generous as to the 


Perſon, nor any great Compliment upon the | 


Juſtice of the Nation; Nay, This way of Cha- 
pelling, as to the Thing itſelf, is thought a little 
odd: Some call it Eccleſiaſtical Poaching ; Let 
em Mihi plaudo Tpſe domi----- What a fine 
Acceſſion would. This be to the two Livings 
winch I have already, one in London, and the 
other within five Miles of it, (My Lecture, ! 
doubt, I ſhall be forced to quit) and :o the 
Prebend of Weſtminſter, or the Canonry of Mind- 


** ſor, of which I ſhall very ſpeedily be in Poſſeſ- 
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ſion! But how ſhall I word my Licenſe? Let 
me ſee-—---- For the Morning, or Afternoon 
Or rather for Both? That can't well be- O. 
ad Prædicaudum— That leaves it at large: 85 
Fil be for the Afternoon, and put in whom | 
pleaſe for the Morning. And who ſhall That be? 
Who, but Mr. -—-? He's like myſelf, a Mar 
that underſtands the World ; and (like myſelf too) 
vaſtly rich in Temporals, and trebly or quadrup'y 
preferred in Spirituals. There will be Difficuſ 
ties in managing This Point; but managed !! 
{hall be: We muſt have it, We will have it, il. 
ever ſtands in our Way.” | 


Pag. 20. It is ſaid, that if the Rector's Rere- 
nue be at all diminiſk'd ; it will be equally ſo, whe- 


thel 
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ther He or the Proprietors nominate. I again 
make the Diſtinction between Friends and Foes, 
which 1s not very Subtile or Metaphyſical. Bur 
This Objection, they ſay, is to be farther conſi- 
dered elſewhere. Be it ſo: There then we fhall 
meet with 1t. 

In anſwer to the Fourth, viz. That the Want of 
Churches will as effeftually be ſupply'd, and This Chapel 
as well ſerved by the Rettor s Nomination, as by That 
of the Proprietors ; it is replied, Very likely it might 
le ſo, &c. It is indeed very likely ; and (whatever 
Theſe modeſt Gentlemen may think of Themſelves) 
not only very likely, but very certain, that there 
may be Others ſufficiently qualified to diſcharge 
This Office, tho' not ſuch Prodigies as They are. 
This often- repeated Infolence would tempt one to 
ſay ſomething ; but I forbear. Thus much how- 
ever may be ſaid; Church-Room in Theſe Parts is 
ſo extremely wanted, that (as it has been found by 
Experience) a Chapel may be not only filled, but 
thronged, tho* the Preachers be not the. beſt in the 
World. But the great Queſtion is, Whether Men will 
be perſuaded to be at the Expenſe and Trouble of 
making ſuch Proviſions for Themſelves upon theſe Terms. 
Proviſions for Themſelves ? I thought they had in- 
tended Proviſions for Others too. Perhaps I do not 
nghtly underſtand the ingenious Author: But 
whether I do, or not; I ſay again and again (for 
his Tautology forces rhe frequently to repeat the 
lame Thing) that the 'Terms They propoſed were 
ſuch, as it was not only improper, bur unlawful 
for the Rector to accept. And if they would nor 
de perſuaded to be at the Expenſe, @c. without 
the Acceptance of Thoſe Terms; twas Their Fault, 
not His. Beſides (as I have before obſerved; and 
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my again) there is groſs Sophiftry lurking under 


* 


That Word Expenſe; The Expenſe is Other Peo- 
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4 ple's, not Theirs; They are only Undertakers, and 
4 lay out Their Money to good Advantage. Bleed 
be God (continues He) a good Spirit has of Jate ap. 
iv peared among the Members of this Church, to promote 
| Works of. this Nature, Very godly Talk has often 

| been applied to a very ungodly Defign ; And ſuch is 
| the Building of Chapels, nay of Churches ; if They 
it are to be founded upon Vijuſtice. The ſame Fir 

| of Godlineſs is continued to the End of the Para- 
| raph ; together with a Mixture of Fallacy, con- 
i founding the Want of Church-Room with the Ne- 
ceſſity of Theſe particular Perſons Officiating, the 
* Denial of This Encouragement with the Denial of 
5 All Encouragement (which I have more than once 


[| anſwered already, and may more fully anfyer 
4 hereafter) and a freſh Compliment upon their 
'F own honoured beloved Perſons, with freſh Scandal 


and Scurrility upon the Rector of St. Andrew's. 

% Pag. 21. To the fifth and laſt ſuppoſed Objection, 
x viz. That all Perſons engaged in Theſe Undertakings, 
| uſually act upon Views of Self-Intereſt, &c. They an- 
% ſwer by flatly denying, that Theſe Undertakers 

1 have any ſuch View. To which I reply, This will 
# be believed or not believed, according as theWorld 

uſually judges in ſuch Caſes, from the Conſidera- 

| tion of Perſons and Things. Thus in general: But 

| One of the Proprietors, if not the Chief of them, 

4 is ſaid to be the Perſon nominated by the Pro- 

| prietors, and licenſed by the Biſhop, to officiate 

| in This Chapel: If ſo; (for I ſpeak only upon 

1 Hearſay) I have ſomething to obſerve upon This 

Article of Gain. His Father and He are Pro- | 

prietors of an adjoining Chapel : Querie, Whether 

They Two have not more Pews in their own 

Name, or in Truſt for Them, than any four, or 

five, of the Proprietors > What Reſtraints the | 


Proprietors of This New Chapel have, or can, put 
upon 
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upon Themſelves, and their Succeſſors, how long 
Bose Reſtraints are to continue, or if they are 
broken through, who ſhall diſcover it, or animadvert 
upon it, I neither know, nor am much concerned 
to enquire. Becauſe, 

2. Be That as it will; "tis nothing to our pur- 

ſe. Admitting Them to be no Gainers; ftill 

(according to Their Scheme) the Rector of St. Au- 
drew's would be injured, His Rights violated, and 
Perſons impoſed upon him to miniſter to Thoſe 
Souls, of which He only has the Care. Not but 
that even in point of Advantage, To ſerve one's 
Friends (of which Nominating to Employments is 
one Inſtance) is ſurely ſomething conſiderable. And 
This will hold good ; whether 1t be applied to the 
Proprietors, or to Dr. Sacheverell. 
Pag. 22. This Undertaking has had the Misfortune to 
give Umbrage to the Patron. It has indeed given 
him Umbrage ; and no leſs july than unfortunately. 
Tho' I ſhould have imagined it better Manners to 
ſuppoſe Him the beſt Judge of his own Interefts 
and Rights; Yet Theſe Gentlemen will no more 
allow That Privilege to Him, than they will to 
Dr. Sacheverell. The Point is ſtrenuouſly argued 
with his Grace; and I beg leave to make ſome 
Uſe of their Arguments. 

If by the Erection of This Chapel the Rectory would 
be render d Iſs worth than it is at preſent ; if any Pro- 
fits would be taken from it; tis confeſſed, the Patro- 
rage would be hurt by it. 

But by the Erection, &c. the Rectory would be 
rendered leſs worth, Cc. Ergo. 

The Major is Their own : And as to the Minor, 
Taking it for granted, that by the Erection of 
This Chapel they mean the Erection in their own 
Way, 1. e. including the Nomination of the Per- 


ſons officiating ; I have given ſeveral Reaſons, = 
the 
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the Rectory would be rendered leſs worth by ſuch 
Erection. And if 1 had given none at all; J 
would with great Chearfulneſs ſubmit This Point to 
be decided by the Common Senſe and Experience 
of Mankind. It is here indeed attempted to be 
ſhewn (p. 23.) that the Rectory of St. Andrev's 
will be fo far from Diminution by This Chapel, 
that it will be Improved ; by the Acceſſion of new 
Inhabitants, which the Convenience of This Chapel 
will occaſion, which muſt be attended with an In- 
creaſe of Offerings and all other Perquiſites to the 
Rector. I anſwer, 1. The Erection of St. George's 
Chapel is in Fact a great Diminution to the Recto- 
ry. 2. If there ſhould be an Increaſe of Perqui- 
ſites, it does not follow that it would be to the 
Rector; if the Perſons officiating were nominated 
by Others. The Contrary has in a neighbouring 
Inſtance already appeared. He might loſe more | 
one way, than He might gain another. Their Fa- 
vourite Argument, that it is but for once, &c. has 
been anſwered above, as it relates to the Rector; 
but it muſt be here conſider'd as it relates to the Pa- 
tron. The Force of it ſeems to be This. The Ad- 
wowſon cannot be leſſened (tho* the Preſent Incum- 
bent ſhould ſuffer) by This Nomination, which the 
Proprietors claim ; becauſe it is but pro hac vice. 
I anſwer, 1/t, Notwithſtanding ſuch their Decla- 
ration, and pretended Proviſion, This would be a 
dangerous Precedent to all Futurity ; and probably 
be the Occaſion of troubleſome and expenſive Diſ- 

utes, at leaſt, to future Rectors. 24ly, For the 
fame Reaſon (as was hinted before) that This Cha- 
pel is declared to be built, there may be, and ought 
to be, at leaft ſix more, in This Pariſh : Nay, ac- 
cording to Their Account in 'Their Printed Paper 
delivered to the Lords, there ought to be Eigh: 
more; For There it is ſaid, That the Pariſo- Church 


is 


% not capable of containing a Tenth Part of the Peo- 

ple belonging to it. To all Theſe (by the ſame Rule, 
and for the ſame Reaſon) their reſpective Proprie- 
tors are to nominate, for the firlt time at leaſt. 
May not This be ſome Prejudice to future Rectors, 
conſequently to the Advowſon, and conſequently 
to the Patron? But every Objettion, he ſays, raiſed 
in this Caſe by the Patrons of our overgrown Pariſhes, 
is a great deal ſtronger againſt the Act, which is in- 
tended to ſubdivide ſuch Pariſhes, and to ſplit each of 
them into four or five. Admit This; Still That Caſe 
is Act of Parliament, and This is nat. As for aygu- 
ing from Parity of Reaſon ; That ſhall elſewhere be 
fully conſider d. Mx: an wr1r T, our Author goes 
on. The Perſons deſigned to officiate in This Chapel, 
pretend to no Part of the Cure, which can bring in Pro- 
fit to the Rector; They diſclaim it in the fulleſt and 
ampleſt manner ; They only offer to aſſiſt Him in the 
Burden of it. Very likely; as he ſays upon ano- 
ther Occaſion. But a Man may do a thing, or have 
a thing, without pretending to it, nay tho' He diſ- 
claims it. They offer to aſſiſt the Rector; Very 
well; and He is as free to refuſe, as They are to 
offer. He thanks them for their Love ; bur deſires 
to bear his own Burden, with the Aſſiſtance of his 
Friends, not with Theirs : But They, will force 
their good Offices upon Him; and aſſiſt Him, 
whether He will or no. 

Pag. 23. How They here excuſe themſelves as to 
their Behaviour towards the Noble Patron of the 
Rectory, and the Reſpect They owe to ſo Great 
a Perſon, He is the beſt Judge; and I think it 
' would ill become Me to ſuggeſt any thing to His 
Conſideration upon That Head. I obſerve how- 
ever, That their offering all future Nominations 
to the Patron, or Rector, is offering a new Law of 
their own making. The Patron pretends to no 
G 2 - Right 
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Right of Nomination in Himſelf; He only, as 
Patron, defends the Right of the Rector; and, by 
ſo doing, conſequentially defends his own. 

Pag. 24. Their next Paragraph is nothing but a 
Repetition of what has been already anſwered, 
conſounding the acknowledg'd Want of Church- 
Room with the abſolute Neceſſity of the Nomina- 
tion of Theſe Two particular Perſons to officiate in 
This Chapel, and a Denial of This Encouragement 
with a Denial of AZ Encouragement ; together 
with a Reflection or two, not only upon the Re- 
for, but upon the Patron Himſelt. 

In the Next we have the Fifty Churches over 
again : The Reaſoning from which we have more 
than once conſidered. 

Pag. 25, 26, 27. From the Fifty Churches He 
advances to the Meeting-Houſes of Difſenters. And 
His Arguing from Them is equally conclufive. We 
have zothing to do with the Diſſenters; Their Right 
of building Meeting-Houſes is given them by Ad 
of Parliament: The Act of Toleration is Political; 
and ſo Inconveniences muſt be endured. This is 
ſo far from being eſtabliſhed by Parliament, that it 
has been rejected by Parliament. It has been al- 
ready proved that the Rectory will at leaft be in 
great Danger of ſuffering by the Nomination con- 
tended for by the Proprietors; and 1s not in the 
ſame Danger from the Nomination contended for 
by the Rector. To talk of Parochial Miniſters, 
pretending upon any account to #1minate to Meeting- 
Houſes, is ſuch a Whim, as every body will laugh 
at. To accuſe Thoſe, who argue on the oppoſite 
fide (among whom a certain Noble Duke 1s inclu- 
ded) of Inſincerity and Amuſmg People, is another In- 
{tance of their Charity and Civility. And This is An- 
ſwer ſufficient to the three elaborate Paragraphs 
concerning Meeting-Houſes. To 

: 


The Next is a Recapitulation of This Equity-Part 
of the Diſpute; and what it recapitulates having 
been anſwer d, This of courſe is ſo too. 

Pag. 28. But hitherto they have proceeded' with 
a Dato, non conceſſo, only upon a Suppoſition of the 
Recor's Right; and ſhewn, in point of Equity, 
how unreaſonable He was even upon That Sup- 
poſition : The Second Part of their Pamphlet is to 
bew, that He really has no ſuch Right, by any Law, 
Eccleſiaſtical, or Civil: And we ſhall not fail to 
meet them in That part of the Controverſy. In 
the mean time, if it ſhall be found, that He has 
no ſuch Right, They hope the great Condeſcenſions they 
have ſhewn, will be remembered to their Advantage ; 
ard the great Oppoſition and Diſcouragement they have 
met with, appear very unreaſonable, and little becoming 
the Perſons it has proceeded from. What their great 
Condeſcenſions were, has been abundantly conſi- 
dered. One of the Perſons, from whom This O 

ſition and Diſcouragement proceeded, was Dr. 
Sacheverell'; The Other was the Duke of Montag. 
And the Proceedings of Both were approved of, 
and ratified, by the whole Houſe of Peers. Whether 
This were very wnreaſonable, and little becoming 
THEM; or whether it were very unreaſonable, 
and little becoming OTHERS to ſay ſo, Their Lord- 
fips are the moſt proper Judges. 

This Writer deſires the Reader to remember, 
that He has not been offering at any Reaſons, why the 
Lgiſlature (ſhould now interpoſe with its Authority in 
This Caſe. Tt ſhall aſſuredly be remembered; and 
dome Uſe ſhall be made of it, before we conclude. 
Their Conjecture that the Lords rejected their 
bill as ſuperfluous, has been conſider'd p. 19, 20, 
ad Thither I refer the Reader. 

We come now to the Second Part of our Au- 
or's Performance; in which the Caſe is argued in 

point 
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point of Right and ſtrict Law, as it was before in 
point of Equity, In order at once to ſhorten, ang 
clear the Diſpute, and free it from Thoſe Perplexi- 
ties, with which He has entangled it ; I ſhall here 
make a general Obſervation upon his whole Proce- 


dure: And it 1s This. 


His pompous Account of the ancient Epiſcopal | 


Rights, and his Oſtentation of Authorities cited 
from the Canon Law, is pure Amuſement ; becauſe 
Nothing to the Purpoſe : I mean, ſuppoſing them 
to be truly quoted, which yet I am not bound to 
believe. But whether they are or no, J ſhall not 
be at the heavy Pains to examine; ſince admitting 
them to be ſo, They are (as I ſhall ſhew) immate- 
rial, and foreign to the Queſtion before us. be- 
cauſe, 

1. Tho I would not ſpeak diſreſpectfully of the 
Canon-Law ; yet how far, and in what Parts, it is 
received into the Body of the Laws of England, as 
They now ſtand, is a great Point to be here deci- 
ded. That the general, univerſal, Practice fince the 
Reformation is againſt Theſe Proprietors, they 
Themſelves in Effect acknowledge: Or, whether 
They do or not, Nothing can be more certain 
than that in Fact it is ſo, Whatever is to be laid 
of the Canons here quoted, it is the Opinion ot 
many of the moſt eminent Lawyers in the King- 
dom, that, as the Law now is, Theſe Gentlemens 
Pretenſions and Proceedings are utterly groundlels 
and illegal. 

2. Moſt of the Authorities They alledge (admit- 
ting them, for Argument's ſake, to be truly ſuch) 
prove no more than that there were ancient!y 
ſuch Things as Chapels, Oratories, Oc. And it 
is as eaſy for Us to ſay they were erected by the 
Parochial Miniſter's Conſent, and that He nomina- 
ted the Perſons officiating, as it is for Them to 


{ay 
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ſay otherwiſe. Yet that the Rector, or Vicar, did 
not ſo conſent, or nominate, they all along take 
ſor granted; except in Two of their Quotations, 
which ſhall be conſidered in their Places. What 
do the reſt ſignify, but to beg the Queſtion, and 
raiſe a Duſt about Nothing? | 

3. Suppoſing all their cited Canons to be truly 
cited, to be now in full Force, and in Thoſe In- 
ſtances the Parochial Miniſters not only not to have 
conſented, but to have expreſly diſſented (which 
yet can never be 22 and all ſhort of it 
reaches not the preſent Caſe) ſtill Thoſe Canons 
relate not to ſuch Chapels as are the Subject of our 
preſent Enquiry. This Writer has indeed an ad- 
mirable Talent at arguing from one Caſe to another, 
of a quite different Nature. Whatever he can lay 
hold of, which has any View to Buildings erected 
for Publick Worſhip, he drags into his own Ser- 
vice, tho it be never ſo reluctant : Take both Parts 
of his Pamphlet together; He argues from, 

1. Oratories in the Times of the Roman Em- 
perors. 

2. The Fifty New Churches to be erected in, and 
about, W'eſtminſter. 

3. The Meeting-Houſes of Presbyterians, Ana- 
baptiſts, Quakers, Cc. 

4. Chapels of Eaſe. 

5. Chapels, or Oratories, in Churches. 

6. Free Chapels. 

7. Donatives. 

8. Chapels of Noblemen, and Hoſpitals. 

It unfortunately happens that not One of Theſe 
Inſtances is to the Purpoſe : But however, here is 
a mighty Clutter about them, The Imperial, the 
Canon, the Statute Laws are rummaged ; and a 
World of Learning is ſhewn upon This Occaſion. 
Admitting their Quotations to be to the Point, 

which 
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which yet they are not; Every body knows that 
one may find ſomething or other in Books to fa- 
vour almoſt any Cauſe ; but the Matter is gene- 
rally determined by the preſent Conftitution of 


Things. Others, if they had pleaſed, could have 


loaded their Margins with as much Lyndwood, &c, 
as Theſe Gentlemen, | 

If it be ſaid, that tho" the Caſes here alledged 
be not the ſame with That in N one may 
however argue upon Parity of Reaſon, &c. J anſuer, 


I/, From ſome of them at leaſt one cannot argue | 


concluſively even upon That Foot. But 2dly, That 
Way of Reaſoning cannot at al take place here. 
It might, I confeſs, moſt juſtly, were the Merits 
of the Cauſe before the Legiſlature, and an At- 
tempt made to procure a new Law; But That 
Theſe Gentlemen have (as indeed well they might) 
expreſly diſclaim d. | See above, Pag. 53.] But 
This Topick is utterly excluded; when a Man 
ſpeaks not of what (in his Opinion) owght to be 
eſtabliſhed by Law, but of what actually is eſta- 
bliſhed by Law. | 

Having made This general Obſervation upon 


our Author's Proceeding in his Second Part, and | 
given my Reaſons for it (which may ſerve as a 


Key to unlock all his Fallacies) I ſhall paſs over 
his remaining Pages the more {lightly ; taking no- 
tice, however, of more than enough to prove by 
Particulars what I have in Groſs aſſerted : and in- 
ſiſting a little more at large, 1. Upon the Biſhop 
Rights, as This Author pretends they Now ftand; 
together with the Caſe of the Chapel at From. 
2. The famous Diſtinction between Chapels annexed, 
and unannexed. 3. The Uſe he is pleaſed to male, 
or not to allow, of the Biſhop's Licenſe ; according as 


his Turn is beſt ſerved by Either. 
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pag. 30. Whatever were the Powers of Biſhops 
in ancient Times, and other Nations (of which indeed 
the Learned Rector of St. Andrew's did not want to 
be informed by This learned Writer) They have 
Mu, in This Nation, juſt ſuch Powers, as to 
Theſe Matters, as are given them by the Laws of 
This Church and State. Beſides, our Author here 
ſpeaks of Encouragement anciently given to the 


dowers of Churches : But This Chapel 1s neither 


a Church, nor endow'd. He likewiſe mentions pri- 
rate Patronages Do Theſe Proprietors pretend to 
be Patrons of a Living? Sure the Patron to That 
of St. Andrew's has reaſon to look about him. This 
Language is often repeated in other Parts of the 
pamphlet. One while, indeed, tis a Chape!; but 
then again, if they talk to the Purpoſe, 'tis a 
Church : Sometimes the Appointing the Perſons 
officiating is Nomination; ſometimes tis Preſentation. 
In ſhort ; take it all together, tis a ſtrange in- 
and-out Story. Nevertheleſs, had I the Advouſon 
of St. Andrew's, I ſhould be ſomewhat jealous of 
Thoſe Words Patronage and Preſentation, and ima- 
gine they might be of evil Conſequence. | 
Pag. 31. That the Biſhop's Original Right, &c. 
muſt remain, unleſs limited by SUCH Laws and Ca- 
une (meaning ſuch ancient ones as are referred 
to) I deny: It may be limited by other Laws; 
and actually is ſo by the Common Law of This 
Realm. In This Caſe the Biſhop is by @ particular 
Conſtitution reftrained : I mean by our Conſtitution. 
According to which, His Licenſe and the Paro- 
chial Miniſter's Nomination muſt go together, 
Pag. 32. That there is a very clear and mate- 
nal Difference between conſecrated and unconſecra- 
ted Chapels, is an undoubted Truth. But why it 
is here taken notice of, I know not. The Di- 
ſtinction between annexed and unannexed ones, ſhall 
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be more fully conſidered hereafter, in Anſwer to 
p.58, Cc. where it is more ſtrongly inforced, and 
inſiſted upon. Yet Something is to be ſaid to it 
Here. 

Pag. 35, Cc. It is here propoſed to be proved, 
that there were, and are, Chapels unannexed to 
Parochial Churches, &c. And that the Miniſter's 
Conſent was not neceſſary to the Erection of them, 
The Words {is not] ſhould have been added, to 
make the Argument of a piece. It is propoſed to 
be proved too, that He eve pretended de jure com- 
muni to nominate to them. For the ſame Reaſon, 
the Words, Nor does any Miniſter (J mean ſetting 
aſide the Rector of St. Andrew's) Now pretend to any 
ſuch Nomination, ſhould likewife have been added. 
For This Gentleman ſhall never make us acknoy- 
ledge, that What was always nt be. In the Open- 
ing of his Argument, he names ancient, and preſent, 
Conſtitution : But Here the Latter is dropped. 
I confeſs, he afterwards offers to prove his Point 
by one Argument from the preſent Conſtitution of 
Things: But That (as it will be found) being a 
very weak one; his Here omitting Thoſe Mate- 
rial Words which the former Part of his State 
2 the Queſtion made neceſſary, ſeems not very 

air. 

Pag. 36, Oc. Free Chapels, Chantries, and fuch 
O7atories as he here mentions, are quite of a difter- 
ent Kind from This Chapel. Some of them be- 
long d to the Crown ; Others were Parts of Pariſb- 
Churches, or of Cathedrals; All of them Endow'd: 
All (as He himſelf acknowledges) erected before 
the Reformation, A Multitude of them, He lays, 
were ſuppreſſed after the Reformation: But ui 
have ſtill abundance of them remaining. What if ue 
have? Whether all, or ſome, or none of them re— 
main; The Queſtion is when, and by what Au- 
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thority, they were erected? Be That the Queſtion 
then; He will prove, 

(Pag. 37.) 1. That the Conſent of the Pariſh-Prieft 
was not by any Law, or Canon, Civil, or Eccleſiaſtical, 
neceſſary to their Erection. J anſwer, 1. Suppoſing 
That to be true; yet They were, and are, of a 
different Kind from This; as we ſaid before. 2. 
Though That were otherwiſe ; the Pariſh-Prieſt's 
Conſent might not be neceſſary Then, and yet ma 
be neceſſary Now; and we have partly ſhewn, — 
ſhall farther ſnew, that in Fact it is ſo. 3. He 
has not proved, that ſuch Conſent as is the Sub- 
jet of our preſent Debate (including a Conſent 
to the Nomination, as well as Erection) was not ne- 
ceſſary even Then, He has Two Quotations indeed, 
which muſt be taken Notice of. | 

Pag. 38. The Firſt runs Thus, Joh. de Athon. in 
Conſt. Ot hob. C. de Oblat, Capell. v. Epiſcopus conceſſe- 
rit, Gl.. Quod poteſt facere etiam invito rectore 
matricis Eccleſiæ. Firſt, This relates ſolely to Ere- 
tion, not at all to Nomination. Secondly, Both in 
the Title, and Text, of the Conftitution, upon 
which This Quotation is Part of a Gloſs, great 
Care is taken to ſecure the Rights of the Mother- 
Church. -----Capellis,. que ſalvo jure Matricis Eccle- 


fie ſunt conceſſe. ned id fat fine prajudicio 


Juris alieni, &c. The very Conſtitution itſelf is a 
Guard to the Rights of the Parochial Miniſter ; 
requiring that the Chaplains ſhall reſtore all Obla- 
tions, &c. to the Refor of the Mother-Church. 
— Univerſas Oblationes, & catera qua Matrici pro- 
venire debent, reſtituant Matricis Reftori, ſub vinculo 
Suſpenfionis, donec reſtituerint. The Title of it is; 
De Oblationibus Capellarum reſtituendis Eccleſiæ Ma- 
trici, By the way, does not This give an untoward 
Hint concerning Something in St. George's Chapel ? 
l wonder a certain Gentleman would refer us to 
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This unlucky Canon. But Thirdly, The Chapels 


here ſpoken of are private ones in Houſes ; which | 


even Now, we readily acknowledge, may be not 
only built, but nominated to, without the Pariſh- 
Prieſt's Conſent. But does it from Thence folloy, 
that a Publick Chapel, uſed as a Church is, and con- 
taining three or four Thouſand People, may be ſo 
too? The Words of the Conſtitution are, Quando 

rivata perſona Capellam propriam deſiderat obrinere, 
if This be not plain enough; Johan. de Athon. upon 
whoſe ſole Authority they proceed, in his Gloſs 
upon the Words Capellam propriam, refers us to 
what he has elſewhere {aid ; De hac materia dixi 
ſupra, &c. It is in his Gloſs upon the Conſtitu- 
tions of Otho. p. 6, Oxford Edit. In the Margin are 
"Theſe Words; An liceat habere Capelam DO M1? 
In the Page itſelf; — Unde tamen ſcias unicuique 
fidelium licitum eſſe in DOMO SUA Oratorium ha- 
bere non ſacrum propria auctoritats; miſſas autem ibi- 
dem celebrare non fic licet, niſi in caſu neceſſitatis, ut 
hic, abſque licentia, & conſenſu Epiſcopi, & hoc 
ABSQUE PRI UDICIO Markicis srU PaRocntails 
Ecciksix. And ſo refers us to That very Con- 
Weg of Othobon, from whence He remitted us 
to This. 


The Other Quotation is, from Tac. Jur. Univ. | 


Tom. 13. p. 89. Oratorium conſtrui poteſt de Licentia 
Dioceſani, — Sine Rectoris Parochialis conſenſu. | 


cannot as yet meet with This Traclatus Juris Uii- | 


verſalis : Perhaps I may, before I conclude. In the 
mean time, I believe the Reader will think with 
Me, that the Oratorium in This Quotation, is juſt 
ſuch another Thing as the Capel/a in the preceding 
one. I dare ſay, tis not a publick Building, capa- 
ble of receiving Thouſands, and uſed for Preaching 
as well as Praying. Beſides ; here again is Erettim 
only; Nothing of Nomination : Which, at preſent, 

is 
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s the Chief, almoſt the only, Thing in Diſpute 
between us. Nor does the Right of the Latter 
follow from the Former. The Biſhop may Autho- 
rize Perſons to build a Chapel without the Pariſh- 
Miniſter's Conſent; and yet, when it is built, 
the Pariſn-Miniſter may have the ſole Right of 
Nominating Perſons to officiate in it; which nei- 
ther the Biſnop, nor any body elſe, may in the 
leaſt diſpute. Put the Cafe in another Inſtance. 
The Biſhop, ſuppoſe, thinks This or That Pariſh 
too large to be managed by one Man; and, the 
Living being of good Value, requires the Incum- 
bent to keep à Curate : Admitting the Biſhop has 
a Right to force him, in caſe of Refuſal, to keep 
a Curate ; Does it therefore follow, that he can 
force him to Jeep This, or That Curate, and im- 
poſe one upor: him without his Conſent ? 

Pag. 38, 39. To ſome Erettions of This Kind, He 
ſays, even the Biſhop's Conſent was not ſtrictly neceſſary - 
And ſo enters into a formal Diſcourſe, gives us a 
Load of Quotetions, and with great Erudition tells 
us a long Story which is nothing to the Purpoſe. 
Pag. 41. He is Perſuaded no Law of the Land, or 
Canon of the Church, can be produced, by which the 
Conſent of the Pariſb-Prieſt is made neceſſary to the 
Ereftion of any Oratory, or Chapel ; unleſs it were to be 
amexed to his Cure, or ſome Part of the legal Revenue 
were to be alienated for the Support of it. J anſwer, 
1. The univerſal Practiſe ever ſince the Reforma- 
tion (ſuppoſing, which yet we grant not, that it 
was ever otherwiſe) is the Law of the Land; and 
by That the Pariſn-Prieſt's Conſent is neceſſary, 
though there be no ſuch Alienation of Revenues. 
. Let Them produce any Law of the Land, or 
Canon of the Church, to the Contrary. Even 
Thoſe Popiſh Inftances which they produce do 
not (as I have often ſaid) prove This _ 
3. All 
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3. All publick Chapels in any Pariſh are annexeg 
to the Parochial Miniſter's Cure; unleſs there be 
an Exemption : of which more hereafter. As tg 
the Authority of Pope Alexander III. We are ng: 
Now under the Pope: And What He did in Tha: 
Inſtance was an Act of Violence and Injuſtice; 
even tho' the Pariſh-Prieſt were as obſtinate a 
Dr. Sacheverell. Whoſe Name I mention ; to ſney 
our Author that his tart Reflection is underſtood, 
and has its due Effect. 

Pag. 42. Here, and elſewhere (p. 38.) He informs 
us, that in the Caſe of Chapels, Care was taken 
that the Dues and Perquiſites of the Pariſh-Mi- 
niſter might not be leſſen d. Was not the Pariſh- 
niſter's Judgment taken ſome Notice of in This 
Matter, and his Conſent asked? Here is nothing 
appears to the contrary. Yes (ſays our Author) 
This is a good Argument, that He had not a Naga. 
ti ve either on #heir Erection, or on the Nomination to 
them : For if He had; He might have made his ou 
Terms, and ſecured Himfelf, So he might, and did, 
for ought appears from this Argument ; as good 
as it is. The Biſhops were ordinarily diretted to take 
Care, that the Tythes, Profits, and Obventions of the 
Parochial Church fhould not be diminiſhed by Chapel, 


&c. And could they take better Care, than by 


having the Judgment and Conſent of the Parochial 
Miniſters? Or does their being fo directed prove 


they had not That Conſent ? The King, fuppoſe, 


orders one of his Parks or Foreſts to be enlar- 
ged ; but directs Thoſe, whom He employs in the 
Affair, not to encroach upon the Rights of any 
of His Subjects, whoſe Lands may be taken into 
it: Does it therefore follow, that Their Conſent 
to the taking in of ſuch Lands is not neceſſary, 
or that they may not make their own, Terms, 
and ſecure themſelves > The contrary, 4 

woul, 
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would think, ſhould be the more probable Conſe- 


quencè. , 
Pag. 42. He doubts not, butgſeveral Inſtances may be 


produced of Publick Oratories or Chapels erefted with 


the Conſent of the Pariſb-Prieſt; Some He has met with 
Himſelf. Very well; and can one Inſtance (affect- 
ing the preſent Caſe) be produced to the contrary ? 
It has not been done Yet. But this, He ſays, 
might happen either from his Zeal and good Iuclination 
10 promote the Spiritual Advantage of his Flock : Aud 
This might induce Him to aſſiſt Them with his Intereſt 
in the Biſhop to procure his Licenſe ; Or elſe the Biſhop, 
who had confeſſedly a Negative, might ſometimes, and 
when He apprehended any. Prejudice to the Revenue of 
the Pariſþ-Church from ſuch Chapel, inſiſt on his Con- 
ſent ; and, to prevent all future Complaint from Him, 
inſert it in the Licenſe for the Erection. This is the 
Urmoſt that can be injer'd from ſuch Inſtances, I have 
tranſcribed This Paſſage at Length ; becauſe *tis 
an extraordinary one. Many Inſtances, tis owned, 
may be produced on one fide, and not One is pro- 
duced on the other; Yet the latter is to prevail, 
and the former to be diſtinguiſh'd away by May- 
be's and Conjectures. Then comes in That full 
Cloſe, This is the Utmoſt, &c. In ſhort, here is an 
Hypotheſis advanced againſt plain Fact; and the 
ES is ſupplied by Poſitiveneſs and Confi- 
dence. He goes on: But what Tinfiſt on, is, that no 
Law, Civil or Ecclefiaſtical, confin d the Biſhop not to 
licenſe without ſuch Conſent of the Parochial Incumbent ; 
aud conſequently He had Authority to licenſe without it. 
I ſay again and again; As to ancient Times, This 
iõ gratis dictum, and has not been proved: As to 
the preſent State of Things, there is a Law ſo 
confining the Biſhop; I mean, the general Uſage 
and Practice. And it were eaſy (continues He) to 
inſtance in a -vaſtly greater Number of Such Oratories 

or 
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er Chapels licenſed by the Biſbop or Ordinary, without 
the leaſt Mention of any Conſent of the Parochial Mini. 
fter. By a [ He directs us to the Margin; & 
that one would expect, at leaft, an Inſtance or 
two of This vaſtly greater Number. Inſtead of That, 
the Note we are directed to is This. Some Tuftances 
occur of Chapels erected in Pariſhes appropriated to ſums 
Abbey, without other Licenſe than from the Abby. 
But in Theſe Caſes the Abbot had an exempt Juriſdi. 
tion; and conſequently he acted as Ordinary, and his 
Licenſe was properly Epiſcopal. Here is Learning in 
Law. and Hiftory indeed; but what is it to the 
purpoſe? I give This as a Specimen of his Notes 
and Quotations; Tis of a piece with moſt of the 
reſt. But admitting Oratories or Chapels ſo li- 
cenſed to have been as numerous as He pleaſes; 
*tis as eaſy for us to ſay, The Minifter's Conſent 
was obtained, tho* not mentioned in the Licenſe; 23 
*tis for Him to ſay the Contrary, or to infer, that 
becauſe it was not mentioned, therefore it was not 
obtained. 

Pag. 44. He denies Secondly, that there 1s the 
leaſt Footſtep of any Right (de Jure communi) of 
the Parochial Prieſt to Nominate, Collate, or Pre- 
ſent, to ſuch Chapels or Oratories, when erected. 
I anſwer, There is much more than the leaſt Foot- 
ſtep. Jus Commune is wholly with Him; as may 
be collected from the whole Tenour of what has 
been, and will be, ſaid. The old Canonical Verſe 
Patronum faciunt Dos, Adi ficatio, Fundus, cited by 
Theſe Gentlemen, is directly againſt them. Here 
again (if They talk to the Point) They pretend to 
be Patrons; But have neither Dos, Adi ficatio, nor 
Fundus, to make them ſo. Here is no Endow- 
ment : They have only a Leaſe : Nay the Chapel 
is not ſo much as built by the Gentlemen, who 
are a Party in This Conteft, They (as I faid 


above) 
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above) are only Undertakers ; Thoſe who re-imburſe 
Them, are properly the Builders And by Them, I 
never heard, that any Right of Patronage, nor even 
of Nomination, is pretended to. For a full Anſwer 
to what is alledged from p. 44. to f. 52. I need only 
ſay what I have ſaid already, viz. 1. It all relates 
either to Pariſh-Churches, or to Chapels of a quite 
different Nature from This of which we are ſpeak- 
ing. 2. If the Parochial Miniſters had not a Right 
of Nominating Then ; yet they may Now. - 3. Here 
is no ſort of Proof but that they did nominate even 
Then; or (which is the ſame) voluntarily yielded 
the Nomination to Others. Chapels, ſays He, were 
built, &c. Patrons of Chapels, &c. Nominating, Pre- 
ſenting, Collating Two Caſes in the Year-Books, 
Kc. To all which, and more ſuch Sayings, toge- 
ther with the Quotations annexed, I anſwer, Still 
This was doue with the Miniſter's Conſent ; which I 
I have as good a Right to ſay, as He to ſay 
otherwiſe : Becauſe the Contrary has not been 


proved ; bur all his Reaſoning has proceeded upon 


an Ignoratio Elenchi. 

His making ſuch a Shew of Citations from Caſes, 
with which in This Controverſy he is not con- 
cern'd, puts me in mind of a Paſſage in Mr. Prior's 
Letter to Feerwood Shepherd. 


The Books, of which I'm chiefly fond, 
Are ſuch, as you have whilom con'd ; 
That treat of China's Civir Law, 

And Subjects Rights in Golconda, &c. 
Of Unicorns and Alligators, 

Elks, Mermaids, Mummies, Witches, Satyrs, 
And twenty other ſtranger Matters: 
Which, tho” they're Things [ve uo Concern in, 
Make all our Grooms admire my Learning. 
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One Part of his ſtrong Reaſoning I will pro- 
duce. Sometimes the Founder of a Chapel contrafted 
with the Pariſh-Prieſt to ſupply it, by Himfelf, or his 
Curate ; But in this caſe, I think, it was akvays an 
nex'd to his Living, and made a Part of his Cure, 
But whether it was annex d, or not, it is evident that 
whatever Right or Power he had in, or over it, was, 
in this Caſe, deriv'd to Him from his Compoſition with 
the Founder ; who, without Queſtion, might part with 
his own Right, and devolue it on another, and give 
the Rector, or any one elſe, the Power of Patron, or Vi- 
fitor, &c. in a Benefice entirely of his own Erefion, 
provided the Biſhop conſented. He ſays, it is evident, 
&c. And I fay, it is full as evident that the Re- 
verſe of this is the 'Truth ; viz. That the Founder 
deriv'd his Right from a Compoſition with the 
Pariſn-Prieſt, Oc. Not that ſuch Foundations are 
either way to our preſent Caſe: But That is a 
Circumſtance, which with This Writer goes for 
Nothing. He farther tells us, that m the two 
Acts for the Suppreſſion of Chapels, not the leaſt 
Notice is taken of the Pariſh Prieſts, or of any Rights 
they had in theſe Chapels ; nor is any Proviſion mad: 
againſt their Claim ; for which no better Reaſon can be 
given, than that they had none, and pretended to none. 
I anſwer with equal Phlegm ; that the Reaſon why 
they had none, and pretended to none, was, becauſe 
they had yielded them by a voluntary Ceſſion. 

We are at preſent, and for Argument's ſake, 
proceeding upon a Suppoſition that all the Canons, 
he quotes, are in full Force; Not that I in the 
leaſt acknowledge it; nor am oblig'd to do ſo by 
the Statutes he quotes, of 27 H. VIII. cap. 15. and 
35 H. VIII. cap. 16. If Thoſe Canons carry ſuch 
a Senſe as This Gentleman repreſents them to do; 
the Statutes he cites are repealed by Deſuetude, 


and the Canons he cites are repugnant to the 
| Laus 
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Laws of the Land, becauſe to the general Uſage 


ever ſince the Reformation. 

But now comes the confounding Argument of 
all, P. 5 2. Me need not look back — It is a ſtanding 
Part of our Conſtitution — That there are Chapels 
independent on Parochial Churches : And "tis preſent 
Full, that there are a great Number of ſuch Chapels 
nw ſub fiſting among Us. What if there are? Here 
again he either proves nothing at all; or nothing 
to the Point. If he proves that there are Do- 
natives among Us; he proves what Nobody denies, 
and what is Nothing to the Point : If he pre- 
tends to prove that the Chapels belonging to them 
were originally erected, and nominated to, without 
the Pariſh-Miniſter's Conſent ( which is the only 


'Thing he ſhould prove) all he ſays is utterly fo- 


reign to the Cauſe, and ſo he proves nothing at 
all. He begins with his uſual Solemnity, The Act 
which gave all Free Chapels, Chantries, &c. to H. VIII. 
was either ſo negligently or ſo tenderly executed, that ——= 
What? Why, in ſhort that there are now ſuch 
things as Donatives, or fimpbly Chapels of ſuch or ſuch 
an Hamlet. And ſo an Argument is to be raiſed 
from This Din of Words. Well then; there are 
Donatives : Ergo, The Chapels belonging to them 
were originally erected, and nominated to, without 
the Pariſn-Miniſter's Conſent. This Conſequence 
he muſt intend to draw; if he intended to draw 
any, which affects the preſent Queſtion. And how 
good a Conſequence it is, let any body conſider. 
The ſame I obſerve of his vaſt long Gloſs, to 
which we are directed by This Mark f, p.53. Se- 
veral of theſe are Preſentative : For the A of E. VI. 
extending not only to Free Chapels, ſtrictly ſo called, but 
to Chapels indefinitely, and even to all ſtipendiary Prieſts, 
having. a perpetual Salary, included all Chapels or Ora- 
tories ended. Now all ſuch Erections in which a per- 
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; ; petual Curate was placed, were by the Canonical Rule 


F _ preſentable, Si in Oratoriis eſt certus Miniſter, 
ſemper eſt praſentandus Epiſcopo. Panorm. Conſt. 534. 
I. 1. Thoſe erected by the King, or under his Licenſe, 
were privileged from the Power of the Ordinary; but 
thoſe erected by the Ordinary's Licenſe, were doubtleſs 
ſubject to Him. Of both Kinds fome eſcaped the Sup- 
1 preſſion, as they happen d to be within the Exceptions 

of the Aci. The former, Ipreſume, may be thoſe, which 

q! continue Donative; the latter Preſentative. There has 
} not, I think, been any Inſtance of a Royal Viſitation of 
s theſe exempt Chapels ſince the Suppreſſion of the ret; 
fo that in their preſent State they are in effect under 

| no Government ; the Inconveniencies of which are obvious; 
#1 and therefore it might become public Wiſdom to confe- 
| der, whether they ought not all to be ſubmitted to the 
[ Ordinary. I add my Ergo, as before. If it be ſaid, 
W | That This is only a Collateral Digreſſion, and a 
„ Hint to publick Wiſdom to confider ſomething, &c. 1 

am as free to ſay that it is a fly Trick to 
| divert the Queſtion, to make a pompous Shew, | 
4 and to raiſe a Duſt, that Sophiſtry may eſcape | 
| under the Cloud of it. 

The next Page (54) is. a Continuation of the 
Same, and therefore has been already anſwer d. 
All J farther obſerve is, that he has Theſe great 
Words; Theſe Oratories, Chapels, or Donati ves, cal 
them what you will, I iafiſt on as clear and preſent 
Evidence And then he ſays, Perſons officiating 
TH in Theſe Donative Chapels were never revil'd, by tht 
1 Vicar or Rector of the Pariſh, as Thieves, Pickpockets, 
4% or Robbers. Which, for ought I know, may be 

true; nor do I ſee any Reaſon, why They ſhovld 
= be ſo accounted. | 

F Pag. 55. By Law theſe Chapels ſtand. Yes; and 
4 were, I doubt not, built, and nominated to, accord- 


ing to Law. Upon which Article I will put our 
Writer 


: * 
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Writer in mind of a Maxim, which I had from 
very good Authority: Whatever was done anci- 
ently, and ſuppoſed to be done time out of Mind, 
the Law preſumes had a Legal Beginning ; in order 
to which it ſuppoſes the Conſent of all Parties, 
who had then a Right. And is there any Law (con- 
tinues He) prohibiting the building any more, with the 
ſame Independence on the Parochial Miniſter ? I an- 
ſwer, 1/t, Even Thoſe (for ought appears) were 
not built independent on the Miniſter, unleſs with 
his Conſent ; tho' in Tract of Time they tand ſo. 
For being originally erected, and continuing to ſtand, 
are not the ſame thing. 24ly, There is Now a Law 
prohibiting, &c. and what That Law is, we have 
often ſaid. The next is very Rhetorical : Has the 
Church of St. Andrew's any peculiar Privileges re- 
ſtraining the Biſhop from Licenſing ſuch Ereftions with- 
in its Precinct? Or has the Rector of it any diſtinct 
Rights from other Rectors? No; he pretends to 
none. Every Pariſh-Prieſt, within whoſe Pariſh one of 
theſe ancient Chapels ſtands, may with juſt the ſame 
Right call it his Chapel, as the Rector of St. Andrew's 
claims this now building, It has been ſhewn, that 
the Caſes are quite different. He afterwards 
adds, And fince the Largeneſs of the Pariſh, and 
the Remoteneſs of the Church, were, at the 
Time of the Suppreſſion, thought good Reaſons for 
leaving theſe ſtanding; the ſame Conſiderations 
are doubtleſs good Reaſons for the Ereftion of more. 
Be it fo; But ſtill let them be Erefed, and 
Nominated to, legally, and juſtly; as Thoſe un- 
doubtedly were. If he infiſts, that he argues ſtrict- 
ly from leaving Thoſe ſtanding, not from their Origi- 
nal Erection (becauſe tis that, not this, which ex- 
cludes the Minifter's Nomination ;) why Then, to 
make it perfectly accurate, and fully anſwer his 
Purpoſe, it ſhould run thus: For the ſame Rea» 

| ſons, 
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ſons, that Thoſe already built are left ſtandine 

Others not yet built ſnould be left ſtanding too. 
Pag. 56. All Rights belonging to our Biſhops befurs 

the Reformation, unleſs reſtrained or taken aua 


fore arb, remain with them ſtill, Doubtleſs. And 


it may be preſumed, their Lordſhips will not give them 
up to the P:riſh-Priefſts, Moſt certainly they vil 
not; and tis not fit they ſhonld : I would not, if 
T were a Biſhop myſelf. To the Dioceſans a Rigjt 
of Licenſing ſuch Chapels, or Oratories, as J am conteud- 
ing for, in former Times indiſputably belonged. Nat 
ſo indiſputably; if You mean ancient Times in our 
Church, and Licenſing without the Parochial Mi- 
niſter's Leave. The Authorities which have been pro- 
duced, are inconteſtable Proofs of it. So ſar from be- 
ing inconteſtable Proofs ; that they are no Proofs 
at all, as I have ſhewn. Nor ts there ſo much as the 
Colour of any Law to be offered, which hath fince made 
a Change in the Legal State of this Queſtion. Iſt, There 
may be no Occaſion for a Change in our Favour; 
and (for any thing You have proved) there is no 
Occaſion. 2dly, If the Caſe were anciently as 
You ſtate it; Such a Change is made. To go on 
then. If any Statute is pretended ; let it be quoted, 
We pretend to none. F Common Law is ſaid to be 
againſt us; let it be remember d, that before the Re- 


formation the Common Uſage was with us, and thereſoe 


Common Lam could not be then againſt Us. Common 
Uſage I take to be Common Law: And if be- 
fore the Reformation it were with You ; it was 
certainly not againſt You. But (as We have often 
obſerv'd) You have not prov'd, that even Then i: 
was with You; nor any thing like it: And We 
prove that Now it is againſt You. And ever fiuce 
the Caſe has been in a manner dormant. i. e. Ever 
ſince, the Practice has been as We ſay. At leaſt, 
there hath been no New Rule of Procedure given : 

| upon 


mm any Controverſy which may happen to ariſe in this 
Hater; ſo that there can be no Plea of Cuſtom ſtarted, 
gc. That's ftrange indeed: The conſtant Practice 
ever ſince the — (at leaſt) has been 
ith the Miniſter's Conſent : Does not all the 
World cry out againſt This Proceeding of Theirs 
d New and Unprecedented ? If They ask Us, 
Where is the conſtant Practice ſuch as we affirm? 
We ask Them, Where it is not ſo? Particularly, 
Here, in, and about, London and Weſtminſter, the 
Seat of the preſent Controverſy, Enquire at St. 
Martin's in the Fields, Stepney, St. Giles's, Any 
where; What Building-is uſed as a Chapel, and 
Who Officiates in it, without the Parochial Mini- 
ter's Conſent? To ſtep a little out of Town. 
I the Year 1713, The Inhabitants of Kew-Green, in 
the County of Surrey, reſolved at their own Ex- 
penſe to build a Chapel on the Waſte-Ground of 
the Queen's Mannor of Richmond. But before 
Their Reſolution could be executed, They were 
obliged to apply to the Vicar of Kingiton (in whoſe 
Pariſh the Hamlet of Kew-Greer is) for his Conſent 
to That Ere&ion. Which being obtained ; and the 
Petition of the Inhabitants to Her Majeſty being 
referr'd to the Then Attorney-General ; He re- 
ported that, the Vicar having ſo conſented, the Cha- 
pel might be erected. The Vicar of King#fon, out 
of Reſpe& to the Inhabitants, permitted the firſt 
Nomination to 'Them ; and He recommended to 
the Biſhop the Perſon They named. Bur upon the 
Death of That Nominee, the preſent Vicar nomi- 
nated ; and aſſerts his Right of nominating for 
the future to That, and ſeveral Other Chapels, in 
the ſame Pariſh : Nor do I hear that any body 
conteſts it. There has indeed been xo new 
Rule of Procedure given us upon any Controverſy ; 


becauſe whatever Determination was given upon 
ſuch 
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ſuch Controverſy, was not a New Rule, but the 
Eſtabliſhment of an Old one. Nor have ſuch Cn. 
troverſies been many : I believe, there has not been 
one exactly Parallel with This ; Becauſe nobody, til 
now, had Confidence enough to make one. But 
there have been Some, from the Determination of 
which We may argue 4 Fortiori : As That of Han- 
merſmith, the Chapel at Weſtminſter, at Heptonſtall+, 
and it may be ſome others; which We are not oblj- 
ged to ſpecify, any more than We are to enlarge 
upon Theſe which We have mention'd : More vil 
be ſaid, whenever This Cauſe comes to be argued 
in a Court of Judicature. However, I obſerve 
upon That of Hammerſmith, a Caſe well known, 
and finally determined by the Houſe of Peers in 
I711, that (as it was Then fully proved) the Cha- 
pel was not erected, till the Inhabitants had defred 
and obtained the Couſent of Dr. Cluet, Then Vicar 
of Fulham ; to which Pariſh Hammerſmith belongs. 
If our Author ſays, This was a Chapel of Eaſe, and 
annexed ; I anſwer, the Vicar's Conſent would 
have been more neceſſary, if it had not been 0: 
But of 'This Diſtinction more hereafter. Yet 
Thus much I here remark; That the Inhabitants 
were at their own Coſts to find and maintain the Cu- 
rate. Notwithſtanding which, 24ly, The Biſhop, | 
as Patron of the Living, has Theſe Words in his} 
Letter to the Earl of Mulgrave, who negotiated 
This Affair for Himſelf, and the other Inhabitants] 
of Hammerſmith. © And farther, my Lord, (which 
I forgot to mention in my laſt Letter) The Par- 
** ſonage of Fulham is in the Gift of the Biſhop, 
* as Patron, upon which depends the Vicarage of 
« which This Chapel muſt be a Member.” Then 
ſays, That the Nomination defired [ i. e. the No- 

mination 
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mination of a Curate by the Builders] world 
tale away Part of the Biſhop's Inheritance, as Pa- 
n. And no Townſhip (continues He) ſhall 
© upon any Pretence make me give away the leaſt 
Hair of the Inheritance of my Biſhoprick.” 

Pag. 57. Here he ſays Some of Theſe Erections 
may of late have been ſubmitted to the Parochial 
Church, Cc. We ſay, All have: And as he ſays, 
The Proprietors may have yielded their Rights to 
the Pariſn-Miniſter; So We ſay, the Pariſh-Mini- 
ters may have yielded Theirs to the Proprietors. 
But ſtill a Yieldance it is: Jam ſumus ergo pares. 
But in the preſent Caſe here is no ſuch Yieldance. 
His Argument from Ancient Times to the Preſent 
is of no Force; Since (as we have ſhewn) he has 
rot proved that even Then the Pariſh-Prieſt's 
Conſent was not neceſſary ; or if it were, the 
Caſe is fince alter'd. 

But now for late Examples — Let the Reader 
open both his Eyes, and conſider attentively : For 
here We are to be utterly confuted. Late Exam- 
ples alſo are not wanting, of Chapels or Oratories built, 
and licenſed, without any ſuch Dependence on Parochial 
Churches, as the Rector of K. Andrew's contends for. 
I will mention one only. He would, I believe, have 
mention'd more; if he could. But what is That 
One? The Act of a Perſon of (indiſputable Au- 
thority, a great and excellent Prelate of our Church, 
whoſe accurate Knowledge of our Conſtitution none will 
queſtion, viz. the Right Reverend the Lord Biſhop of 
Bath and Wells; who, I am well inform'd, has very 
lately licenſed, as an Oratory, a publick Chapel built 
and endou d by the late Lord Weymouth, without De- 
pendence on, or Submiſſion of the Patronage to, the Pariſh- 
Church of Frome, within an Hamlet of which it ſtands, 
& great a Precedent will, J doubt not, be allowed its 
proper Weight in This Queſtion, O!] certainly it 

R {hall 


[66 3 


ſhall have its proper Weight: and This Writer 
cannot poſſibly have a greater Honour and Vene. 
ration for That moſt Learned, and in all regards 
moſt Excellent Prelate, than We have. The Li- 
cenſe referred to was drawn up by Himſelf, and 
here follows an Authentick Copy of it. 


E- UM Nobiliſſimus & Religiofiſſimus Dominus, Do- 
minus Vicecomes de Weymouth, non ita pridem 

defunctus, Oratorium, ſive Capellam, conſtruxerit 
inſ;a limites Parochiæ de Froomzelwood in Diæceſ 
noſtra, eum in ſinem ut ejus loci incolæ, qui longius 
diſtant ab Eccleſia parochiali, habeant ubi minori cum 
incommodo Cultum Divinum frequentarent, ſecundum 
Ritus Eccleſiæ Anglicanæ celebraudum, atque etiam 
Salarium annuum munifice contribuerit Presbytero cui- 
piam a Commiſſariis quibuſdam ſuis nominando, & ibi- 
dem in Sacris deſervituro, Nos Georgius permiſſune 
Divina Bathon & Wellen' Epiſcopus, Conſenſum ad 
hoc ſuum prabeiite Revereado Viro Johanne Jenkins 
Eccleſiæ ejuſdem Vicario moderno, ne tam pium propo- 
fitum infructuoſum interea eſſet, dum Donatio hac le- 
gitimis & canonicis modis per fici poſſit & ſtabilini; 
Tibi Thomæ Eyre, Artium Baccalaureo, & Esccleſia 
Anglicanæ Presbytero, a Viris Honoratiſſimis Cummiſſa- 
its ſupraditlis rite, ut nobis videtur, nominato, Lic 
tiam concedimus in eo loco, tanquam in Oratorio public, 
Sacra, ut prafertur, peragendi, & Verbum Dei prad:- 
cand. Juribus ſuis omnibus, © debitis Decimis, Ol- 
ventionibuſque ſemper ſalvis pradifto Vicario. In cujus 
rei teſtimenium, Sigil/um noſtrum Epiſcopale præſentibus 
apponi fecimus. Dat decimo quarto die menſis Maij 
anno Domini milleſimo ſeptiugenteſimo decimo nono, 10- 
feraque Tranſlationis auno decimo ſexto. 


I obſerve, 1//, That This Chapel is by the late 


Lord Viſcount Hymouth endow'd for ever. 2. a 
the 


[ 


the Licenſe is granted, only that the People may 
not want the Convenience of publick Worſhip, till 
the Projected Scheme be perfefted in a Legal and 
*anonical way. 3. That it is with a Salvo to all 
Rights of the Vicar. And 4. That expreſs Mention 
is made in it of the Var Conſent being firſt ob- 
tained. Thus have they produced but one In- 
ſtance to the Purpoſe ; and That is as directly a- 
gainſt them, as if their Adverſaries themſelves 
had contrived it. 7 

Pag. 58. Now for the Neck of the whole Cauſe, 
the moſt important Diſtinction between Chapels 
annexed and unannex'd. Something has been ſaid 
of This before; but a little Addition may be 
made to it in This Place. By his Uſe of "Theſe 
Words one would think the Diſtin&ion between a 
Chapel annexed and unannexed, were as clear and 
as well known, as That of a Man, or a Woman, 
married, and unmarried. Whereas I cannot find 
that the Law knows any ſuch Language. I have 
look d into many Books about Chapels, and can 
no where meet with the Words: Tis much This 
Author among his numerous Citations ſhould not 
produce This Expreſſion; Capel/a annexa, vel non an- 
nexa. And I muſt here obſerve, that in Law, Terms 
and Forms of Speaking are, and ought to be, by no 


means inconſiderable. He will ſtill ſay, that if he 


has not produced the Words, he has produced the 
denſe, I cannot find even That. Look upon his 
Quotations p. 33. where This Diſtinction opens, 
and ſhould have been clearly ſtated. The Firſt 
(if it can be called a Quotation) only refers to 
LImndw.1. 4. &c. But no Words are ſpeciſy'd. And 
indeed there are none which can do their Cauſe 
any Service. In the ſecond he gives us This Paſ- 
jage (which, by the Bye, is not accurately quoted; 
but let That paſs :) Aliquando Capella habet Curatum 

| Tab proprium 
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„ proprium, alium a Curato ſuperioris Eccleſiæ; aliquais 
1 do Prælatus ſuperioris Eccleſiæ eſt Curatus Utriuſque; 
f 'F exercet tamen Curam per Vicarium. Lyndw. 1. 3. &, 
4 This either proves #o Annexion and Unannexion, 


1 or not ſuch as affects the preſent Caſe. Which 
"il ſhould prove that the Builders and Proprietors of 
napels may make them annex'd, or unannex'd, as 
Trey think fit. For any thing This proves, the 
Parochial Miniſter might make a Chapel have Cura- 
tum proprium, or not, as He pleaſed. As for his 
other Citations, I know of none that comes ſo near 
the Point even as This. We have good Authority 
1 therefore to aver, (till he proves the contrary) 
. that Chapels nnannex d (affecting the preſent Caſe) 
are neither an ancient nor preſent Part of our Conſti- 
zution, Nor have we (as he confidently affirms 
we have) ſeen any ſuch thing: He has not prov'd 
it, nor any thing like it. Free Chapels, Donative, 
Oc. are indeed a Part of our Conſtitution ; but 
they are (as we have ſhewn) foreign to the preſent 
Subject. As Things now ftand, with relation to 
ſuch Erections as Theſe, which are the only Sub- 

ject of our Debate; wherever there is a Chapel in 

a Pariſh, it belongs to the Mother-Church ; at 

leaſt (I {ay again) ſince it is the general Opinion, 

: We have a Right to ſuppoſe ſo, till the Contrary 

1s proved. Or not to diſpute wholly about 

Words; Either it is annex'd, or not. If it be an- 

nex d; They own it belongs to the Mother- 

Church. If it be not; let it be ſhewn, how it 

comes to be exempted. This is neceſſary : Other- 

wiſe People may build as many Chapels, or Ora- 

tories, as they pleaſe; Then *tis but to declare 

them not annex d; and their Buſineſs is done: 

And all This by Their own Authority. Sir, 

** (ſays ſuch an Undertaker to the Minifter ) | 

i« build This Chapel in your Pariſh ; but Jen 
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« have nothing to do with it: Were it annex'd 
indeed, it would belong to You; but I declare 
«* jt not annex d; and ſo be pleaſed to go about 
your Affairs. Iis not your Church, Sir, nor 
« belonging to it; Tis only a Chapel unannex'd. 
* Nay I am not ſure 'tis any Chapel at all; 
«Tis rather an Oratory than a Chapel; an Ora- 
© tory, an Oratory, Sir; That Word contains an 
© hundred Arguments. If you we'ln't be con- 
* xincd, but perſiſt to be troubleſome; I and 
* my Friends will clap a dozen or two more 
*. of Chapels, or Oratories, upon You ; And there- 
fore you had better take my Advice, and be 
* quiet.” By the way, I do not well underſtand 
why They inſiſt ſo much upon the Word Oratory, 
as apply'd to This new Building: The Licenſe 
"uns not ad Orandum, but ad Pradicaudum: Me- 
thinks, if there were any ſuch Word, they ſhould 
rather call it a Pradicatory, or a Concionatory. And 
here, tho'I ſeem to trifle, I am not altogether in 
jeſt: I never heard that Dr. M „or any 
body elſe 1s licenſed to read Prayers there ; or that 
Their intended Morning-Preacher is licenſed at all, 
The Anſwer, I ſuppoſe, will be, that Dr. A 
being nominated by the Proprietors, and licenſed 
by the Biſhop ad Pradicandum, is impower d both 
to Preach, and to Read Prayers, Himſelf, and to ap- 
point and authorize ſuch other Preachers, Readers, 
Clerks, and Pew-keepers, as He ſhall think fir. 
Take it all together, tis a curious Piece; and 
ſhould be carefully tranſmitted to Poſterity. But 
upon the Subject of Licenſing more will be ſaid 
hereafter. 

Pag. 59. All the Intereſt He (the Pariſh-Miniſter) 
can have in any ſuch Ereftion, He muſt acquire by 
Contract with the Builders or Proprietors ; and if, with- 
put any ſuch Contract or any Donation made to Him, 

He 
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He ſhall pretend either to enter Himſelf, or put anther 
by Title from Him in Poſſeſſion of it, it is a manife| 
Violence and Invaſion of their Property. I tell them 
again, their Diſtinction between Chapels annevd 
and unannexd (fo as They apply it) is a Chimæra, 
an Arbitrary Invention of their own. And yet 
upon a Suppoſition of its Validity and Pertinen- 
cy, all This high Talk is founded. On whoſe fide 
the Charge of Violence and Irvaſion of Property truly 
hes, let the World judge. The Rector of St. Au- 
drew's admits that the Ground and the Building are 
Their Property; but inſiſts, that the Rights of 
Concurring to its being ſed as a Chapel, and of 
Nominating Perſons to officiate in it as ſuch, are 
His: They may exclude Him or his Nominees 
from Officiating there; but then He will try, 
whether he cannot exclude al} Others. In ſhort, 
They may chuſe whether they will have a Chapel 
there, or no: But if there be one, He inſiſts a; 
aforeſaid. They may, if they pleaſe, ſue Him, or 
his Friends, for coming upon their Ground; And 
doubtleſs the Damage will be great: He, on the 


other hand, will proſecute Them, or Theirs, who 


officiate there in Oppoſition to Him ; and what 
"Fhat Damage will be to Them, the Event muſt 
ſhew. How ridiculous is it in Them to talk at 


This grave Rate about Violence and Invaſion ot | 


Property? No body, that I know of, intends to 
mvade their Property; unleſs coming upon their 


Ground, (as was ſaid) offering to enter their Build- | 


ing, and to officiate there, may be ſo deem'd: If 
they are refuſed, - they will peaceably depart ; for 
they have no Deſign to Fight. Thoſe who Repe! 
them may indeed hear of it in Another Place ; but 
That's another Point. In the mean while, if what 
we have alledged be true (and that it is ſo, has, 
I think, been prov'd) Thy have actually bu 

guil 
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guilty of Violence and Invaſion ; They began the 
whole Procedure, and have made an open Inſult 
upon the Rights and Property both of the Patron, 
and the Rector. Beſides which, they have put 
the Latter to much Trouble, and Expenſe ; which 
how they will anſwer to their Conſciences, They 
beſt know. And if any Rector or Vicar could be fo 
abſurd as to attempt ſuch a Thing; I ſhould ſuſpect 
Him a little di ſorder d in his Head, like Thoſe crazed 
Perſons, who own all the World, and ask every one they 
meet for Rent. To which I anſwer, Very Civil! 
Very Witty ! In point of Reaſon, and Law, it has 
been fully anſwer'd already. 

Ibid. HF This Chapel in St. Andrew's becomes upon 
its Erection ipſo facto a Chapel of Eaſe, annex d to 
that Church, and the Rector claims it under that Title ; 
it concerns Him to remember, that he will be obliged to 
ſupply it, as Rector of that Church, without any other 
Confideration than his preſent Parochial Revenues. For 
Every Rector, or Vicar, is bound ex Officio to ſupply 
every Chapel annexed to his Church. But if he expects 
any farther Reward for ſerving it ; *tis evident, his 
Title to it muſt ariſe from a Contract and Stipulation 
with the Proprietors, I anſwer, 1. This new Chapel 
can't be a Chapel of Eaſe; while it is Unconſecra- 
ted. 2. By whatever Name it is called, whether it 
be a Chapel of Eaſe, or not, whether it be annex'd 
or unannex d; the Recor will not conſent that it 
ſhall be ſed as a Chapel at all, with any new Bur- 
then upon Him, or without due Proviſion made by 
hers, for the Perſons officiating. That would be 
a Prejudice to the Rectory with a Witneſs: And 
lis Succeflors, and conſequently the Patron, would 
be highly injured. So that it does not concern him 
0 remember, or to take the leaſt notice of, any 
thing contain'd in This ſolemn Paragraph. 


The 
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The Next I fhall diſtinctly examine; but before 

J do ſo, it will be requiſite to obſerve, that the 
Gentleman, upon whom This Conteſt chiefly turns, 
all along intended no more than to be the After- 
noon-Preacher. And He, with the other Proprie- 
tors (if he be One, as it is ſaid, He is,) did, by the 
Biſhop's Letter to Dr. Sacheverell, allow the Rector 
the Nomination of the Morning-Preacher : One 
would have thought then, that He (with the Ref) 
might have acquieſced in the Licenſe granted by 
the Biſhop to another Perſon, to be Morning- 
Preacher, upon the Rector's Nomination; and 
might have had Work enough upon his Hands to 
execute his own, which was granted upon the 
Proprietors, Nomination. The one was thought to 
be out of Diſpute, (the Proprietors having yielded 
That Nomination to the Rector) and the other 
only to be diſputable. Tis true indeed, This laſ 
mention'd was, with great Art, worded indeter- 
minately, ad Prædicandum: but That ad Pradicat- 
dum ante Meridiem, coming after, controul'd and 
limited the other to the Afternoon, (unleſs the 
ſame Authority can be ſuppoſed to grant Contrx 
dictions, which is never to be imagined) and made 
it indeed ſuch a Licenſe, as That Gentleman ever 
intended, till juſt at This new Juncture. Now 4 
gain the Affair is upon another Foot: Why? 
Though the Rector did not agree to what They 
propoſed by the Biſhop, and ſo they were not bound 
to acquieſce ju his Nomination; Yet ſtill they had 
yielded to it: Their own Nominee was licenſed, 
as well as the Rector's : And why muſt a new War 
break out ? As to their ſuppoſed Right, they 
might have acquieſced with a Salvo jure: One 
would have thought, as I ſaid, they had Work 
enough upon their hands before. Beſides ; ſome 
Regard feem'd due to the Biſhop, who had done : 
muc 


11 
mich for Them: Admitting that his Li- 
cenſe to the Morning-Preacher was a Mullity ; 
Sure out of Reſpect to him, and with a Salvo to 
their Right, if they had any, they might have per- 
mitted That Licenſe to take place; ſince nothing 


2 extraordinary was done, They themſelves having 
For offered to conſent to ſuch a Licenſe. But now 
One being reſolved to oppoſe all Parties concern'd, they 
et) poſe not only the Patron, and the Rector, but 
by WY the Biſhop himſelf; under whom alone they claim, 
ng- and without whom they could have done Nothing. 
and But do not We as much diſpute another Licenſe, 
5 to 


granted by the ſame Biſhop? Les; but the Caſes 
are widely different. 1/4, Conſidering the Opinion 
of the World in general, of many Eminent Law- 
yers, and of the whole Houſe of Peers, nay the 
Conceſſion of "Theſe Proprietors themſelves, in 
This very Pamphlet, as Things now ſtand, the Bi- 
ſhop did not near ſo much for Us, as for Them. 
ah, We never yielded any Nomination, They 
did. 3dly, If the Rector has the Rights contend- 
ed for; He and his Succeſſors are in Danger of 
being deprived of them; and He is obliged in 
Duty, as well as Intereſt, to defend them. Can 
This be ſaid of the Proprietors? What has been 
here remark'd will ſhorten my Anſwer to This 
Paragraph ; which I ſhall nevertheleſs tranſcribe, 
and fay a few Words to the ſeveral Parts of it. 
Pag. 59, 60. But let us ſuppoſe, for the preſent, 
that our Conſtitution owns no Chapel of any other De- 
wnination, than a Chapel of Eaſe annex d to a Pa- 
rial Church. What Occafion is there for ſuppo- 


they Ml fi This? We affirm no ſuch thing: There are 
One certainly other Chapels ; as Free-Chapels, Dona- 
Vork fives, &c. What we inſiſt upon is, that, whether 
ſome WM t be a Chapel of Eaſe, or not, annex'd, or not, 


t ought to be built, and nominated to, with 
the 
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the Rector's, or Vicar's, Conſent. Tet till any ſu 
Erection is aftually ſo annex d, it cannot be claim 
under That Title. The Rector of St. Andre 
claims the Nomination to This, as to a publick 
Chapel in his Pariſh : What other Title, or Titles, 
it may have, He neither knows, nor cares. Aud 
to ſuch Aunexion no Authority can oblige the Proprie- 
tors without their own Conſent, Nor can any Autho- 


rity oblige the Rector to permit the Uſe of it as 


of a Chapel, without His Conſent ; whether it be 
called annex'd, or no. And, if before ſuch Conſent 
is given, and ſuch Act paſſed, the Rector ſball umi- 


nate, and the Biſhop licenſe to it as to a Chapel a- 


nex d; | There is no ſuch Word as annex d, or 
unannex d, in either of the Licenſes, granted by 
the Biſhop, to This Chapel; So There we are eren.) 
*Tis evident the Nomination and Licenſe are to a Nu- 
Entity, a Thing not in being, and which in the preſeit 
Caſe never will be. It may be ſo; and We cannot 
help it. But if it be nominated, or licenſed to, unt as 
a Chapel annex d, but as an Oratory ; by what Right 
can the Rector nominate to it, or how can his Nomiut- 
tion be admitted by the Biſhop * By the ſame Right 
which we have often alerted, and proved; if it be 
uſed as a Chapel at all, whether it be annex d, or 
unannexd, an Oratory, or any Thing elſe. J 
humbly conceive that in ſuch a Caſe both the Nomi- 
nation, and the Ticenſe, would be abſolute Nullitie, 

ueſtionleſs, They will be ſo in This; if the 
Building be not uſed as a Chapel: If it be; The 
Nomination of the Proprietors, and the Licenſe of 
the Biſhop upon ir, We fay, are as much void and 
invalid in Their Caſe : And fo, whether the Cha- 

el be annex'd, or unannex'd, Whether it be pro- 
perly a Chapel, or only an Oratory; We have 2 

ood a Nullity and Nou-Entity upon Them, ® 


I hey have upon Us. The P erſon Jo agminated would 
in 
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EN 


in the proper Senſe of the Word be an Iatruder, and 
ſuch as the Biſhop has no Authority to admit. We 
ſay juſt the ſame of Their Caſe ; And ſo once again 
we are even, Their Quotation indeed deſerves 
our Notice: It tells us that an Intruder is one, 
Oui in Eccleſſaſticum Beneficium abſque Praſentatione 
Patroni ſeipſum intrudit. So that This Chapel of 
Theirs, it ſeems, is in the PROPER Senſe an Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Benefice ; Their Nomination is PROPER= 
ir Preſentation, and They themſelves are pR 0- 
prRIT Patrons. This Gentleman might conſider 
too, that there are other Sorts of Intruſion; beſides 
This which he here mentions. He likewiſe is an 
Intruder, Oui in Ecclefraſtica Officia in aliena Paro- 
chia, abſque Nominatiune Rectoris, ſeipſum intrudit. 
He goes on. The Biſhop may prohibit the Erection of 
ſuch Chapel, or Oratory. So may the Miniſter of the 
Pariſh. Or refuſe his Licenſe offer d to him for Preacher 
in it. So may the Miniſter refuſe his Conſent to 
any ſuch Perſon. But he can no more admit a No- 
mination, or Licenſe to it without the Conſent of the 
Proprietors, than he could compel any Man, or Number 
F Men to build one. Inſtead of Proprietors, read 
Reftor, or Vicar ; and the Sentence will run as 
roundly. In ſhort ; The Biſhop has licenſed on 
bith fides : The Queſtion is, Whether the Proprie- 


tors, or the Rector, have the Right of Nomina- 


tion; And ſo we are juſt where we were before. 
There is only This Difference between us: They 
have endeavour'd to prove the One ; We have 
actually proved the Other. At leaſt we ſhall pre- 
ſume to ſay ſo at preſent : And whether we are too 

preſuming, or not, is ſubmitted to the Reader. 
Pag. 61, The next Paragraph proceeds upon a 
duppolition, that what He has pretended to prove 
He has really proved ; and that what He has al- 
ledged is both true, and to the purpoſe, But as 
| OE He I have 
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I have ſhewn the Contrary ; This of Courſe i; 
confuted already. I only ſay therefore, that the 
Rector of Sr. Andrew's is indeed inſtituted to the Care 
of his whole Pariſh, excluſively of all others. 1 grant 
that the Pariſh-Prieſts in former times, and all other 
Reclors and Vicars Now, who had, or have, Chapels in 
their Pariſhes, were inſtituted in as full Terms, as He 
is, It is not pretended, that His Juſtitution conveys 
more Rights to Him, than Theirs did, or doth, to Them, 
And therefore we needed not have been askd, 
how comes it to do ſo? I grant too, that in the | 
Form of Inſtitution there is a Reſerve made for all Epi. 
ſcopal Rights: But I deny (becauſe I have proved 
the Contrary) that the Licenſing Chapels, and 
Perſons to officiate in them, without the Pariſh- 
Minifter's Conſent, is Now one of Thoſe Rights. 
Pag. 61, 62. We do indeed affirm that ſuch Cha- 
pels, or Oratories, as This in St. Andrew's, are of « 
differeat Conſtitution from Thoſe which remain to us, 
fence the Suppreſſion of Edw. VI. And therefore that 
This Writer's Concluſions will not hold from the one to 
the other. And how does he anſwer ? Thus: 
1. They differ much more from Chapels of Eaſe annexed, 
And therefore all Arguments for the Rector's Claim to 
them under That Title, will be much leſs concluſive. 
Once more, we do not put it upon the Foot 
Chapels of Eaſe. This is certainly no Chapel of 
Eaſe : But whether it be, or not, whether it be 
annexed, or not, we have proved that as Things 
Now ſtand, tis the Rector's Right to nominate to 
it. 2dly, He aks in what is it that They diffe- 
T anſwer, 1/7, If they did not difter at all, This 
would not affect the Main of our Cauſe ; tho it 
would one /ingle Corideration which we have made 
uſe of, but That not of ſuch a Nature, as to be 
one of the Links in the direct Chain of a Demonſeri- 
tim; fo that upon the Failure of it, the = 
10uld 
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ſhould be unravel'd. Which may be applied to 
what he ſays in the Concluſion of This Paragraph. 
But unleſs it can be proved that this Difference Fn the 
Methods by which it is propoſed to ſupport them] 
gives the Rector the Power he claims over them, it can- 
not alfelt my Argument, or do him any Service. If 
This Difference does not give him That Power ; other 
Things may, and we have ſhewn that they do, 
Suppoſe there were no Difference at all between 
This Chapel, and the Donative-Ones : They have 
not in the leaſt made it appear (as we have ſeen) 
that even the Latter were originally erected, and 
nominated to, without the Parochial Miniſter's 
Conſent : Or if They were; yet the Law is diffe- 
rent Now, and ſo upon Thoſe Accounts, if not 
upon This now alledged, there is no concluſive 
Arguing from the one Caſe to the other. But 
2dly, There is a Difference, and ſuch an one too, 
as in Equity and Reaſon gives the Rector a Right 
of nominating to This Chapel; tho' it ſhould be 
allowed (as it is not) that the Rectors, and Vicars, 
did not nominate to Thoſe which are now Donative. 
Our Author indeed affirms that This, Nike Thoſe, 
is erected and to be ſupported without Diminution 
to the Rector. I deny it, if it be ſupplied by Per- 
ſons not nominated by him ; The Contrary, as we 
have often obſerved, has appear'd ; and This very 
Recor has felt it. He ought therefore in Juſtice 
even upon This Account to have the Nomination 
of the Perſons officiating. Beſides ; Thoſe are con- 
ſecrated, and endowed, and in effect make the 
Diſtricts to which they belong a kind of diftin& 
Pariſhes: This is neither conſecrated, nor en- 
dowed, and while it ſtands upon a Leaſe, never 
can be; and ſo, if it be any Thing Eccleſiaſtical, 
of courſe adheres to the Mother-Church. 


Pag. 
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Pag. 62, 63. What is ſaid in the next place is 
ſuch an Original; that I am reſolved the Reader 
ſhall have it at Length. I might produce all Chapels, 
or Oratories, of Hoſpitals, or of Noblemen, which are 
of public Recourſe, (and many ſuch there are) as Places 
of publick Worſhip, now ſubſiſting, without any ſuch 
Dependence on the Rectors or Vicars, in whoſe Pariſhes 
they ſtand, as is claim'd by the Rector of St. Andrew's; 
and my Argument would be good from Them. H 
tho" it may be objefted, that Theſe are of a more pri- 
vate Defign than that which I contend for, yet This 
Circumſtance will give the Rector little Advantage. Fur 
"tis evident that by theſe Chapels of Hoſpitals, &c. 
many Perſons, Inhabitants of the Rector's or Vicar's Pa- 
riſb (and therefore a Part of his Care) are p ROVID ED 
(pray mind the Words) with Places of public Mu- 
te, over which he has no Authority, nor any Pretence 
to nominate to the Supply of them. And if our Law 
ALLOw ſuch INDEPENDENT PROVISION to le 
made for 40 or 50 Perſous of his Flock; unleſs fume 
Law ſpecially reſtrains the Number, it may as well be 
extended to 500, Some Arguments are the beſt 
Anſwers w Themſelves; and can by Nothing be 
more effectually expos'd, than by being ſhewn. Is 
our Author really in earneſt, or does he banter 
us? I will nevertheleſs, ſay ſomething to it; tho' 
tis more than I owe him. Noblemen, and Hoſpi- 
tals, (I wonder he did not mention the Inns of 
Court, and Colleges and Halls in the Univerſities) 
have a Right to ſuch Chapels, or Oratories, by 
undoubted Uſage and Cuſtom ; And if a Miniſter's 
Pariſhioners will reſort to them, He can neither 
help it, nor is injured by it. What is This to the 
preſent Caſe >? Why, the Argument ſtands Thus: 
Some of my Pariſhioners will go to Theſe private 
Chapels wnich are allowed by all to be erected ac 


cording to Law, and which it is confeſs'd I have no- 
thing 


thing to do with; Therefore a publick one may be 
built, and nominated to, in my Pariſh, without m 
Conſent, nay in Defiance of me, and 'This likewiſe 
according to Law; though the univerſal Practice is 
againſt it, But let us not diflemble the Strength 
of Their Argument: Many Perſons are pROVIDZTD 
with Places, &c. over which the Parochial Miniſter 
has no Authority, nor any Pretence to nominate, &c. 
That is, They are pleaſed to go to Thoſe Places : 
And if our Laws allow ſuch INDEPENDENT 
PrRovISION, &c. That is, do not take any Notice 
of Peoples going to Thoſe Places. Was ſuch a Pr o- 
sro ever heard of? But the former Inſtances 
(ſays He) are, I think, ſo clear a Proof of my Point; 
that no other need be added in Supplement to them. 
They had need be clear: Otherwiſe, the Whole 
will be very dark. For This Argument certainly 
gives it no Light. And yet that They are not very 
ckar, has, I hope, been ſufficiently ſhewn. 

Pag. 63. The next Paragraph is a Repetition of 
the ſame godly Talk upon which I before remarked 
[Pag. 40.] and which (conſidering the Tendency of 
their whole Pamphlet, and of their whole Deſign) 
Some plain-dealing People would be apt to call 
Hypocriſy. But for Argument, There is no Ap- 
pearance of it, nor Pretence to it. 

Pag. 64. In the Next, which is the laſt, he gives 
us a Summary of what he has endeavour'd to ſhew. 
That he has only endeavour'd it, I hope I have 
really ſneun. And I doubt not (concludes He) but 
our excellent Prelates will aſſert their guſt and proper 
Authority in the Encouragement of them-| the Builders 
of ſuch Chapels, ] and not ſuffer it to be extorted from 
them, or the Exerciſe of it over-ruled and reſtrained, 
by new Pretenſions of a Parochial Curate, unheard of by 
all Antiquity, and unſupported by any Canon of the 


Church, or Law of the Land, One would think the 
| Perochiat 


80 | 
Parochial Curate of St. Andrew's were guilty of ſome 
ſtrange Inmovation, nay of open Rebellion againſt the 
Eviſcopal Authority: But, notwithſtanding Theſe 
ſtrong Words, (which yet would be ſtronger, if 
they were true) I have proved that the Imovation, 
and Ilegality, is on the Other fide. As to our 
excellent Prelates; They will doubtleſs aſſert their 
juf Authority, but will not by This glozing Lan- 
guage be cajoled into the Meaſures here recom- 
mended to them. All excellent Prelates conſider 
that They are by Their Office, Protectors, as well 
as Governors, of Parochial Curates; and are Guar- 
dians of their Clergys Rights, as well as of Thr 
Own. 


I have now toil'd through the moſt irkſom Task 
I ever was engaged in. I deteſt Quarrelling, and 
Wrangling, and Controverſy of all Kinds; eſpe- 
_ cially ſuch as makes it neceſſary to reflect upon 
Perſons, as well as upon Things. But Whoſoever is 
perſonally, and in the vileſt manner, calumniated, 
may, and muſt, recriminate ; if it tends to inva- 
lidate the Evidence of the Accuſer. In the gene- 
ral Opinion of the World ( as far as I can per- 
ceive) the Deſign, which I have been oppoſing, de- 
ſerves much harder Names than any F have given 


it; if I have given it any at all. It ſeems to be 
One of the moſt ſingular Attemprs that has been 
made for ſome Ages; to be of publick Concern ; and 
of dangerous Conſequence, And whether it may not 
merit the ſerious Thoughts of all the Patrons, and 
Clergy in England, is humbly ſubmitted to Their 
Judgment. | 
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APPENDIX 


HAT follows was communicated by 4 
Gentleman very learned in the Profeſ- 
ſion, and Practice, of the Canon and 
Civil Law. 


TIE Building in Diſpute is at preſent nothing 
but a Leaſe-hold Tenement, in its own Nature 
utterly incapable of Conſecration; cannot on any 
account be called a Chapel; Free Chapels, Chapels 
of Eaſe, and Oratories, or private Chapels, of 
which our Law takes Notice, being all diftinguiſh- 
ed by Marks and Rules which manifeſtly difference 
them from the Building in Diſpute. 

The Queſtion then will be, firſt; Whether This 
is ſuch a Houſe as the Biſhop may, or ſhould li- 
cenſe, for Performance of Divine Service, without 
Conſecration. 

By the Canon Law 'This was not to be done, 
but in Caſes of great Neceſſity. [As We admit 
This to be.] See Decretum Gratiani, tertia pars, 
de Conſecratione, Diſtinctio prima, &c. 

Chapels for Congregations, which are indeed 


New Churches, could not by the Canon Lau be 
M erected, 


1 


erected, or conſecrated, without the Authority o 
the Pope himſelf. = 

But ſuppoſing ſuch Liberty ſhould be grant 
by the Biſhop ; the Second Queſtion is, Who ſhou 
appoint the Perſon to officiate therein. 8 

By the Canon Law, if the Pope order'd a Chur 
to be built in a Pariſh which was ſufficient { 
two Churches, and had a competent Maintenance 
the Preſentation to the new Church belonged ii 
the Rector of the greater Church, with the Con 
ſent of the Patron. | 

See for This very fully, Decretales Gregorii Lil, ; 
Tit. 48. Cap. 3. I. ad audientiam noſtram. 
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EXTRACT from the Decree in Chancery, concerns 
the Caſe of the Chapel at Weſtminſter, berue: 
HERBERT and BRoDRICK. [ 


H IS Lordſhip declared; That the Right 0 

Nominating: a Miniſter for the ſaid nen p 
Church, or Chapel, is veſted in the Dean and F 
Chapter of Maſtminſter, and their Succeſlors for u 
Time being : And doth therefore Order, Tha 
the Matter of the Plaintiff's Bill, ſo far as the fam 
ſeeks to eſtabliſh the Right of Nomination in the 
Inhabitants of the ſaid Pariſh of St. Mangan 
Weſtminſter, do ſtand diſmiſs'd out of This Court 
And his Lordſhip farther declared, Tha 
Poſſeſſion of the ſaid Premiſſes ought forthwith tt 
be deliver'd to the Perſon officiating in the {ai 
Chapel, by vertue of the Nomination of the {al 
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Dean and Chapter; and doth order, and decret 


COP! 


the lame accordingly. 
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COPY of the DECREE in CHANCERY 


hurt concerning the Chapel at HEYTONSTALI. 


t for 
ance 
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Id. Chancellor. 


Mercurij ſecundo die Maij, Anno Regni 
Georgij Regis ſecundo. Inter Hen- 
ricum Garrard Clericum Querent 
Thomam Burton Clericum, Tho- 
mam Greenwood Clericum, & Will' 
Dom” Archiepiſcopum Eboracens 
Defendentes. 


HE Matters in Difference between the ſaid 

Parties coming this preſent Day to be heard 
and debated before the Righr Honourable the 
Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, in the Pre- 
ſence of the Counſel learned on both fides ; the 
dope of the Plaintiff's Bill being to be let into the 
Poleſion of the Church or Chapel of Heptonſtall in 
the County of Tork, and to be admitted as Curate 
There, and to enjoy all Benefit which former Cu- 
ntes, Minifters, or Perſons officiating and cele- 
brating Divine Service There, have, or of Right 
ought to enjoy, and to have an Account of the 
Profits from February 1711, when Daniel Town, 
lte Miniſter of the ſaid Cha; el, died; The ſaid 
Plaintiff by his Bill charging, that the Ville, or 
Conſtablery of Heptonſtall aforeſaid, and the four 
Villes or Conſtableries of Errinzdon, Wadſworth, 
Fan feld, and Langfeild adjacent, altho' within the 
Pariſh of Halifax in the aforeſaid County, have 
M 2 been 
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been reputed a Pariſh of Themſelves, and the 
Church or Chapel of Heptonſtall is at leaſt in the 
Nature of a Parochial Chapel for Heptonſtall, ang | 
the other four Villes aforeſaid, the Inhabitants | 
whereof have a Right, and have uſually choſen a 
Perſon to be Miniſter of Heptonſtall, and that ſuch 
Muniter ſo choſen, and being fitly qualified, was 
always admitted by the Archbiſhop of York (in 
whoſe Dicceſe Heptonſtall is) and to be continued 
therein during Lite, or till Reſignation, if not 
legally removed; ard that no Eccleſiaſtical Dues 
had been uſually paid to the Vicar of Hallifax, on 
Account of the ſaid Ville of Heptonſtall, and other 
the four Villes aforeſaid, being included in the 
. Pariſh of Halliſax, except Eaſter-Offerings, which 
by ſome ancient Compoſition were computed at 41. 
fer annum, but the ſaid 41. per annum had been al- 
lowed to be retain'd by the ſaid Curate or Mini- 
ſter of Heptonſtall, as a Stipend for Officiating; | 
but the ſaid Ville of Heptonſtall, and the other 
four Villes becoming populous, the ſaid Stipend 
of 4 J. was diſcontinued, and the Inhabitants 
maintain'd their Miniſter in a great Meaſure by 
voluntary Contributions, and that upon the Death 
of the ſaid Daniel Town, the Plaintiff was duly ele&- 
ed Miniſter of the ſaid Chapel of Heptenſtall; but 
the Defendant Burten being Vicar of the ſaid Pa- 
riſh of Hallifax, pretends, that as ſuch, he hath 
a Right to nominate a Curate to the {aid Church, 
or Parochial Chapel; and the Defendant Burtun 
having named the Defendant Greenwood to be Mi- 
niſter therein, he hath procured him to be admit- 
ted and inducted into the ſaid Church or Chapel, 
and procured the Defendant the Biſhop's Licenie 
for the Defendant Greemuood to officiate in the 
ſaid Curacy, notwithſtanding the Plaintiff's being 
duly elected thereto by a Majority of the Inhabi- 
dants, 
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tants, and ee the Defendant Burton, 


ſince he became Vicar. of Halhfax, allowed and 
owned by Letter, that the Right of Nomination 
of a Curate for Heptonſtall was in the Majority of 
the Inhabitants of Heptonſtall, and of the ſaid other 
four Villages. Wherefore the Counſel for the De- 
fendant Burton and Greenwood inſiſted, that the. 
Right of Nomination of a Curate of Heptonſtall is 
not in the Inhabitants of the ſeveral Villes afore- 
ſaid, but in the Vicar of Hallifax, and that ſuch 
Curates were removable at the Pleaſure of the 
Vicar, and had not any Right to Eccleſiaſtical 
Dues, but by Agreement with the Vicar; ſay that 
Daniel Town, late Curate of the ſaid Chapel, pre- 
tending Title to the Mortuaries within the ſaid 
Heptonſtall and four other Villes, and having com- 
menced a Suit in This Court, ftiling Himſelf Re- 
tor of Heptonſtall, the better to colour ſuch De- 
mand of Mortuaries, the ſaid Suit was afterwards 
determined by the Award of Arbitrators, who a- 
warded the ſaid COPE to be but a Curacy within- 
the Vicarage of Halliſax, and that Town had not 
made out any good Preſcription to the Mortua- 
ries, and awarded, that he ſhould account for the 
ſame to Mr. Wilkinſon, then Vicar of Hallifax, 
and ſhould pay him 40 J. Cofts, with which Award 
the ſaid Town comply'd, and perform'd the ſame. 
Burton ſays, that the Plaintiff, and the Defendant 
Creemuood offering Themſelves each to become Cu- 
rate of Heptonſtall, after the Death of the ſaid 
Town; the Defendant, altho' he underſtood the 
Right of Nomination to be in Him, yet being in- 
Drmed that great Part of the Curate's Subſiſtence 
depended upon the free Subſcriptions and Contri- 
butions of the Inhabitants, he was deſirous the 
Curate, who ſucceeded Town ſhould come in with 
the Conſent of the Inhabitants ; and did acquaint 

Them, 
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Them, that the Plaintiff and the Defendant Green: 
wood offered Themſelves to ſerve, and the Defen- 
dant deſired to know which of Them the ſaid In- 
habitants approved, and ſays, Greenwood had the 
Majority of the Inhabitants ; but ſome of the In- 
habitants oppoſing Him, the Defendant, in Hopes 
of making the Inhabitants agree, appointed a ſe- 
cond Meeting; but finding at fach ſecond Meet- 
ing the Differences encreaſe, ſo that he deſpair'd 
of reconciling them, and being ſatisfied the De- 
fendant Greemuood was qualify'd for the Place, he 
ve Him his Letter of Nomination to the Arch- 
biſhop of Tork, in order to obtain a Licenſe to of- 
ficiate, and be admitted Curate ; but ſome of the 
Inhabitants entred a Caveat in the Archbiſhop's 
Court, deſiring to be heard before any Licenſe 
ranted ; and both ſides were heard; and the ſaid 
Archbiſhop thereupon declared the Right of No- | 
mination of a Curate of Heptonſtall was in the | 
Vicar of Hallifax, and granted a Licenſe to the | 
Defendant Greenwood as ſuch, on the Defendant 
Burton's ſaid Nomination. And the Counſel for 
the ſaid Lord Archbiſhop of Tork alledged, That 
he by his Anſwer ſays he 1s a Stranger to the Mat- 
ters in the Bill: Whereupon, and upon long De- 
bate of the Matter, and hearing the Pariſh-Book 
of Hallifax for the Year-1632, another Pariſh-Book 
of Hallifax in 1672, together with the Proofs taken 
in the Cauſe, read, and what could be alledged 
on either fide; His Lonxpsmie Decraren, 
That it is plain on the whole Circumſtances ot 
the Caſe, that there was no other than a Permil- 
ſion of the Inhabitants of Heptonſtall, and the O- 
ther four Villes aforeſaid to meet together to re- 
commend a Perſon to the Vicar of Hallifax to be 
Curate of the Chapel of Heptonſtall, and this was 


permitted by the Defendant Burton, the Vicar of 
i Hallifax, 


E 
Hallifax, to induce. the ſaid Inhabitants to contri- 
bute to the Support of the Curate of Heptonſtall; 
and that there was no Right in the Inhabitants 
of Nominating a: Curate for the ſaid Chapel of 
Heptonſtall; and doth therefore ORDER, 


That the ſaid Plaintiff*s Bill do ſtand Diſmiſſed 
out of this Court, with Coſts, to be taxed by 
2 Rogers, one of the Maſters of this 

ourt. 
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BOOKS Printed for Johan Bowrrn, 


Biſhop Smalridge” 8 Sermons, i in '8v0, 


at th? Rofe In F. Paul's Church. Turd. 


IR. Souls. das — Neues, in 6 
Vols, 8 o. 


Biſhop Hichman's Sermons, 2 Vols. 8vo. 


Dr. Kayno of Education. 
Archbiſhop of Cambray's Inſtructions for the Edu- 


cation of a Daughter. 
Biſhop Taylor's Holy Living and Dying. 


—— Oolden Grove. 


Dr. Goodmar's Penitent Pardon'd, 8vo. 
—— Winter Evening Conference, 8v0. 


The young Chriftian Inſtructed. By the Reve- 
rend Mr. Stebbing. Price 4 d. or 285. per Hun- 
dred. 8 we 


Juſt Publiſh'd, completed in one Volume, 80. 


mag Poeticæ in Schola Naturalis Philoſo- 
hiæ Oxon. habitz, Auctore Joſepho Trapp, 
A. Editio ſecunda. | 


And ſneedil will be publiſb d, 


The Second Edition of Mr. Trapp's Preſervative 
againſt falſe Notions in Religion ; and likewiſe 
A Second Volume, not before publiſh'd. 
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